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1 THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This is the

2      videotaped deposition of Mr. Gene Soult, taken by

3      the defendants, in the matter Richard Lightsey,

4      et al., versus South Carolina Electric & Gas

5      Company, et al., filed in the Court of Common

6      Pleas, State of South Carolina, in Hampton

7      County.  Case Number is 2017-CP-25-00335.

8 This deposition is being held at

9      the law firm of Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, located

10      at 1201 Main Street, 22nd floor, in Columbia,

11      South Carolina, on Thursday, October 25th, 2018.

12 My name is Michael Arrison, your

13      videographer, the court reporter is Rebecca

14      Arrison, and we are here from CSI Global

15      Deposition Services.

16 Going on the record at 9:06 a.m.

17      Counsel will now state their appearance for the

18      record.

19 MR. KEEL:  Brandon Keel of King &

20      Spalding on behalf of SCE&G and SCANA.

21 MS. MOODY:  Leah Moody, SCE&G and

22      SCANA.

23 MR. PATTERSON:  Tim Patterson from

24      Mcguire Woods on behalf of Dominion Energy.

25 MR. BELL:  Kevin Bell on behalf of

7

1      Central Electric Power Cooperative.

2 MR. WILLIAMS:  Blake Williams from

3      Nelson Mullins on behalf of South Carolina Public

4      Service Authority.

5 MR. WARD:  Jay Ward from McGowan

6      Hood & Felder on behalf of the plaintiff class.

7 MR. HAMM:  Steve Hamm with the

8      Office of Regulatory Staff.

9 MR. BATEMAN:  Andrew Bateman on

10      behalf of the Office of Regulatory Staff.

11 THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  The court

12      reporter will now swear in the witness.

13 -  -  -

14 GENE SOULT,

15      being first duly sworn, testified as follows:

16 -  -  -

17 MR. KEEL:  And before we get

18      started, I just want to put on the record the

19      same reservation of rights that Mr. Chally

20      mentioned during Mr. Jones' deposition with

21      respect to Mr. Hamm's representation of ORS.

22      We're not currently taking the position as to

23      disqualification of that representation based on

24      his prior involvement with Richardson Plowden,

25      and we don't object to him participating here

8

1      today, but we do not want that to be interpreted

2      as any waiver of any rights SCE&G and SCANA may

3      have with respect to Mr. Hamm's representation.

4      Okay?

5 MR. BATEMAN:  Okay.

6 EXAMINATION

7 BY MR. KEEL:

8      Q.   Can you please state your name for the

9  record.

10      A.   My name is Gene Gayland Soult.

11      Q.   Mr. Soult, we met just prior to your

12  deposition.  But again, my name is Brandon Keel, and

13  I represent SCE&G and SCANA in these proceedings.

14 Have you ever given a deposition before?

15      A.   I have not.

16      Q.   Okay.  So I will go over a few ground rules

17  about the deposition process.  I will be asking you a

18  series of questions today about your background and

19  the circumstances giving rise to these proceedings.

20  Okay?

21      A.   Okay.

22      Q.   And we have a court reporter here who is

23  going to take down everything I say and then all of

24  your answers to all of the questions.  And for that

25  reason, all of your answers have to be oral.  She
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1  can't take down nods of the of head, uh-huh's or

2  huh-uh's, things of that nature.  Okay?

3      A.   Yes, sir.

4      Q.   Also, she can only take down one of us at a

5  time, so even though you may know where I'm going

6  with some of my questions, if you could please just

7  wait until I complete my question before you give

8  your answer, and I will try to do the same when

9  you're giving your answers.  Okay?

10      A.   Yes, sir.

11      Q.   And if at any time during the deposition you

12  need to take a break, just let us know and we'll be

13  happy to accommodate that.  Okay?

14      A.   Yes, sir.

15      Q.   Are you currently taking any medications

16  that impact your memory?

17      A.   No.

18      Q.   Is there anything you're aware of that would

19  prevent you from being able to give truthful and

20  complete testimony here today?

21      A.   No, sir.

22      Q.   You are currently employed with the ORS?

23      A.   Yes, sir.

24      Q.   What is your current role?

25      A.   I'm the senior research analyst with the

10

1  Office of Regulatory Staff.

2      Q.   And what are your responsibilities as a

3  senior research analyst with the ORS?

4      A.   Primary responsibility has been to work in

5  the NND Group, that's the New Nuclear Development

6  Group; and I have provided services in monitoring the

7  site activities and reviewing reports.  My secondary

8  role is deputy director for emergency management

9  system for ESF12, and then whatever else somebody

10  asks.

11      Q.   And how long have you been in the role of

12  senior research analyst at ORS?

13      A.   I have been in that role since 2015.

14      Q.   And prior to becoming a senior research

15  analyst, what was your position?

16      A.   I was a part-time employee working on a

17  specific, specific contract for the Department of

18  Energy with the Office of Regulatory Staff.

19      Q.   And what were your responsibilities in that

20  role?

21      A.   In that role, I was to do research and

22  determine how to execute the DOE contract for the

23  state emergency plan -- or the State Energy Assurance

24  Plan, excuse me.

25      Q.   And how long were you in that role?

11

1      A.   I came on board in 2010 in the part-time,

2  and I finished that contract in 2013.

3      Q.   And what did you do between 2013 and 2015?

4      A.   In 2013 when I finished the contract, the

5  Office of Regulatory Staff asked me to stay on, and I

6  moved into the electrical department and re-did

7  citings and case work in the electrical department.

8      Q.   So did you first join the ORS in 2010?

9      A.   I did, as part-time work.

10      Q.   Sure.  And you have been with the ORS

11  continuously from 2010 until today?

12      A.   As part-time or full-time work.

13      Q.   And could you give us just a background of

14  your employment history prior to joining the ORS in

15  2010?

16      A.   Employment history?

17      Q.   Yeah.

18      A.   I spent eight years in the nuclear Navy, and

19  when I got out of the nuclear Navy I went to work for

20  Alabama Power at the Farley Nuclear Station.  I

21  stayed there about three years.  And then I came to

22  SCE&G in the nuclear Unit One site, just prior to --

23  well, about 90 percent construction complete.  I

24  stayed at V.C. Summer One until 1991, about 11 years.

25 And I then moved to corporate, worked a

12

1  brief period in human resources department on a

2  project.  And I became the plant manager for the Cope

3  Generating Station and stayed there in -- that's in

4  Orangeburg, South Carolina -- for about six years.

5  And then I went back to corporate, and I became the

6  general manager of fossil hydro engineering for about

7  five years.  And then I became the general manager of

8  operations for fossil hydro, and I retired in 2006.

9      Q.   Okay.  So do you recall what year you joined

10  SCE&G?

11      A.   I joined SCE&G in June of 1981.

12      Q.   And you were with SCE&G continuously from

13  June of 1981 until your retirement in 2006?

14      A.   Yes, sir.

15      Q.   And your roles at SCE&G included working at

16  the V.C. Unit One; is that right?

17      A.   Correct.

18      Q.   And responsibility for -- as the plant

19  manager for the Cope generating plant; is that right?

20      A.   That is correct, sir.

21      Q.   And after your retirement from SCE&G in

22  2006, what did you do then?

23      A.   We had started a company, a private company

24  in 2000, and so I worked for the company from 2006 to

25  '10.
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1      Q.   What kind of company was that?

2      A.   It's called Auto Investment Recovery, AIR,

3  LLC, and I did some consulting work in the energy

4  field and also I had a small transportation business.

5      Q.   Is it fair to say that prior to joining the

6  ORS in 2010, you had some experience in major

7  construction projects?

8      A.   Yes, that is fair to say that, sir.

9      Q.   And one of those was part of the

10  construction or the remaining construction of V.C.

11  Unit One when you joined, you said it was 90 percent

12  complete, right?

13      A.   That's correct.

14      Q.   And then you were involved with the

15  construction of the Cope plant in South Carolina,

16  right?

17      A.   That is correct.

18      Q.   And the Cope plant was constructed pursuant

19  to an EPC agreement; is that right?

20      A.   It was, yes, sir.

21      Q.   And who was the contractor on that?

22      A.   Duke Fluor Daniel and -- well, it was a

23  portion of Duke -- or Duke was a portion of Fluor, I

24  should say, so it was a combined contract.

25      Q.   And was the Cope plant the last generating

14

1  plant that was constructed by SCE&G?

2      A.   No, not to my knowledge, it was not the

3  last.

4      Q.   And which one has been constructed since

5  then?

6      A.   Since then would have been the Jasper.

7      Q.   Okay.

8      A.   It's a gas-fired unit.

9      Q.   Would you agree that the EPC arrangement for

10  the Cope plant was a success?

11      A.   Pardon?

12      Q.   Would you agree that the EPC arrangement for

13  building the Cope plant was a success?

14      A.   Yes, I would say that was a success.

15      Q.   The plant was, from my understanding,

16  constructed on time and within budget; is that right?

17      A.   That is correct.

18      Q.   And could you tell me a little bit about

19  your educational background, where you went to

20  college?

21      A.   Sure.  I have an undergraduate degree in

22  nuclear science, got it from Troy State University,

23  graduated in '86.  I have an M.B.A. I got from

24  Western University in 2000, 2001, 2000, yeah.

25      Q.   And throughout your deposition today, I'm

15

1  going to be using the term "project" to refer to the

2  project to build two new nuclear units, 2 and 3, at

3  V.C. Summer.  Okay?

4      A.   Okay.

5      Q.   So when I use that term "project," you will

6  understand that that's what I'm referring to?

7      A.   I got it, yes, sir.

8      Q.   When did you first get involved in the

9  project?

10      A.   My first time, best of my recollection,

11  would have been in 2014.  I may have been involved in

12  some conversations prior to that, but I was not

13  active in any work.

14      Q.   And what was your initial involvement with

15  respect to the project in 2014?

16      A.   Went to the site, I attended a few meetings,

17  you know, provided my input, I guess you would say,

18  and that was about it.

19      Q.   So in 2014, you became involved in the

20  project for your responsibilities at ORS; is that

21  right?

22      A.   It was --

23                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

24                     THE WITNESS:  It was part of my

25      job duties; was then assigned to, I would say

16

1      maybe, at that time, 20 percent of my time was

2      assigned to working on that project.

3 BY MR. KEEL:

4      Q.   Okay.  And what were your responsibilities

5  with respect to the project for ORS in 2014?

6      A.   You know, we are basically under the BLRA,

7  so we monitor and report, and we normally look at the

8  information that the company provides; and from that,

9  we usually provide a summary of that report.

10      Q.   And who would you provide a summary report

11  for?

12      A.   Well, it was for the public and the Public

13  Service Commission.

14      Q.   And you're referring to the quarterly

15  reports that ORS filed?

16      A.   Right.  We would monitor and review those

17  reports, and then we would draft our own report --

18  initially, we did, anyway -- and post it on the ORS

19  website.

20      Q.   And what were your personal responsibilities

21  with respect to preparing the ORS's quarterly reports

22  on the project?

23      A.   My personal responsibilities was to review

24  data that the company provided.  That data, in '14,

25  was, you know, more electronic data that they put in
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1  a holding file, I guess you would say, and it dealt

2  with what activities was going on at the site or at

3  various locations where they had equipment being

4  built.

5      Q.   So you had access to -- as of 2014, you had

6  access to an electronic database of some sort where

7  the company would post information about the project;

8  is that right?

9      A.   I couldn't say it was exactly in '14.  I

10  don't remember exactly when they started doing that

11  but they did supply paper, you know, and they would

12  give us whatever the report was; we had it on the

13  site in a location where you could get to it.

14      Q.   And when you say "report," what report are

15  you referring to?

16      A.   They had basic activity reports that they

17  provided.  They were, you know, purchasing a lot of

18  equipment, so there were equipment specs and -- my

19  role was limited, really, to technical issues.

20      Q.   And so your role, from what I understand,

21  was primarily reviewing this data that the company

22  would provide about the project and then providing

23  input that would go into ORS's quarterly reports?

24                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

25

18

1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   Is that fair?

3      A.   I would say my role was to review the data,

4  determine what might be important, and then as we

5  reviewed -- this is my perspective of what I did --

6  we reviewed the quarterly report that the company put

7  out and matched those up and saw how -- if there was

8  a question that came out of that, that's kind of how

9  we did business in the 2014 time frame.

10      Q.   And were you involved in actually drafting

11  the ORS's quarterly reports?

12      A.   I might do pieces of it.  Mainly, in fact,

13  we would, we would break it up and I would do the

14  more technical part because my background is

15  technical.

16      Q.   And does that basically sum up your initial

17  responsibilities with respect to the project when you

18  got started in the 2014 time period?

19      A.   I think so.

20      Q.   And then how long were you involved with the

21  project for ORS?

22      A.   There was some changes in ORS and my roles

23  changed in that, and I became more involved in the

24  nuclear development project about August of 2014.

25  And after time, I spent I think, if you look at my

19

1  performance review, about 40 percent of my time was

2  involved in the nuclear development side.

3      Q.   And from August 2014, did your

4  responsibilities with respect to the -- scratch that.

5           So from August 14th, you became --

6  August 2014, you became more involved with respect to

7  the project; is that fair?

8      A.   That's fair, yes, sir.

9      Q.   And for how long were you involved with the

10  project?

11      A.   I served on the project from that time

12  forward, and I was still in nuclear development

13  department.

14      Q.   And could you describe for me how your

15  responsibilities changed from August 2014 through

16  abandonment of the project?

17      A.   Okay.  Initially, the reporting, we

18  eventually got involved in some plant meetings.  I

19  was -- ORS has a consultant, they only come in like

20  once a month or so, so I was more on site than any,

21  probably anybody else at ORS.

22           So I would go to the plan-of-the-day

23  meetings once they started, which was sometime later

24  than that, and I would attend at least one or two a

25  week, if time permitted.  And I would often call in;

20

1  they had a call-in for the plan-of-the-day, I would

2  call in on the plan-of-the-day.

3           We had monthly meetings at the site.  I

4  would participate in those monthly meetings, and

5  usually the meetings resulted in a tour of the site;

6  I participated in the tour of the sites.  As far as

7  the nuclear side, I think that wrapped up most of

8  what I did.

9      Q.   Okay.

10      A.   And that would have taken us up to 2015 time

11  frame, I guess, somewhere in there.

12      Q.   So from August 2014 through 2015 time

13  period, you would regularly attend plan-of-the-day

14  meetings once or twice a week; is that right?

15      A.   Well, the plan-of-the-day meetings weren't

16  really available in 2014.  They started later, I'm

17  going to say maybe May of 2015.  I don't remember

18  when they first started, but once they started

19  regular plan-of-the-day meetings -- they had

20  plan-of-the-week meetings and they had

21  plan-of-the-month meetings -- maybe it was monthly

22  meetings.  I would attend whatever ones I could get

23  to.

24      Q.   So from the point that those meetings

25  started --
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1      A.   Uh-huh.

2      Q.   -- through abandonment of the project, is it

3  fair to say that you attended, regularly attended,

4  one to two plan-of-the-day meetings a week?

5      A.   I would say that's a fair question.  I

6  wouldn't have always made that because of other

7  duties, but I tried to do that.

8      Q.   And then same question:  From the time that

9  the monthly meetings started through abandonment of

10  the project, is it fair to say you attended those on

11  a regular basis?

12      A.   Yes, I did attend those on a regular basis.

13      Q.   In addition to the plan-of-the-day meetings

14  and the monthly meetings, were there any regular

15  meetings about the project that you attended from

16  August 2014 through abandonment of the project?

17      A.   I don't think there were any regular

18  meetings that I attended.  There were meetings that

19  popped up.  We did make some trips to various sites

20  and so we would prepare for that, we would have a

21  meeting and go over that.  We would meet to develop

22  our monthly status updates, which was a meeting that

23  we set up internally with some SCE&G folks to do

24  that.

25      Q.   You mentioned weekly planning meetings.  Did

22

1  you attend those as well?

2      A.   Plan-of-the-day meetings, when they were

3  available, yes, I did; two, at least two.

4      Q.   What about meetings with the consortium, did

5  you regularly attend meetings with the

6  representatives of the consortium from August 2014

7  through abandonment of the project?

8      A.   We did not attend regular meetings with the

9  consortium.  My main contact with them would have

10  been whoever was at the plan-of-the-day.

11      Q.   Do you recall attending any quarterly

12  meetings that the ORS had with members of the

13  consortium?

14      A.   I actually don't remember quarterly

15  meetings, but they may have them, but I don't

16  remember.

17      Q.   You don't recall one way or the other?

18      A.   I do not recall attending a quarterly

19  meeting; that's what I don't recall.  The only other

20  meetings, because it is a meeting but it's kind of an

21  odd one, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission had weekly

22  meetings and they were -- you could have call-ins, so

23  I attended those when I had opportunity to do that.

24      Q.   Who would attend the plan-of-the-day

25  meetings from the consortium?

23

1      A.   It changed over time, because the structure

2  of the meeting changed over time because activities,

3  you know, changed over time.  Normally, it would be

4  the -- I would say like the superintendent level,

5  those people that were in charge of the work were in

6  charge of purchasing and quality.  And then the

7  leadership, the daily leadership was at the meeting.

8  So it was a meeting of -- well, over time it grew,

9  maybe 50 people.

10      Q.   And did you ask questions at these

11  plan-of-the-day meetings, if you had any?

12      A.   Not normally, no.  My job was to monitor,

13  kind of report and -- so we were not active in their

14  process.

15      Q.   I would like to talk a little bit about the

16  structure of the ORS team that was involved in

17  monitoring the project.  Could you describe for me

18  sort of the structure of who was involved, who you

19  reported to, that sort of thing?

20      A.   Okay.  And how far back do you want me to go

21  with that?

22      Q.   From the time that you began, involved in

23  the project through abandonment.

24      A.   Okay.  Initially in -- in '14, I will just

25  start with '14 because probably a little more solid

24

1  for me.  In '14, I worked with Anthony James some on

2  the project, and then Allyn Powell came in, and -- I

3  reported to Anthony James, when Allyn Powell came in

4  I reported to Allyn Powell, Ms. Powell.  So they

5  normally were at the corporate -- or at our offices.

6  And, you know, I would be back and forth at the site

7  and then into my other duties.

8           So structure-wise, you know, they had asked

9  me initially was one day a week to be at the site and

10  review documents and attend the plan-of-the-day.  As

11  more activities picked up, then I went to two days a

12  week when I could make that, because I had other

13  obligations as well.  So, that was pretty much the

14  way it ran.

15           Then we set up the monthly meetings, and our

16  monthly meetings were with Gary, our consultant,

17  which I am sure you're all familiar with, would come

18  in, we would prepare an agenda prior to that.  And

19  Allyn or Anthony and one of our auditors would be at

20  the meeting because our area didn't really take care

21  of any of the financial side of the house, per se.

22  We looked at the technical side of the house and the

23  operations side, and operations, of course, would --

24  a lot of activity there at that time, and the quality

25  side.  Mainly interested in schedule and in the
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1  budget side of the house.  Is that satisfactory, sir?

2      Q.   Yes.  So just a few follow-up questions.

3           So you have mentioned initially when you

4  were involved, I think you reported to Anthony James

5  for the project; is that right?

6      A.   Anthony James, correct.

7      Q.   And then at some point Allyn Powell

8  essentially took over the same role that Anthony

9  James had; is that fair?

10      A.   I think they shifted some things.  I think

11  Anthony kept some of maybe the higher level things

12  and indeed because he was still involved, but

13  Ms. Powell was my direct report.

14      Q.   And then the ORS obtained a consultant, Gary

15  Jones, who was also involved in monitoring the

16  project, correct?

17                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

18                     THE WITNESS:  Gary was monitoring

19      the site.  He was only at the site once a month,

20      to my knowledge.  I think he may have done some

21      other activities, you know, once the electronic

22      format got set up so he could look at that data.

23      I am not exactly sure what Gary was doing all the

24      time because I didn't have responsibility there.

25

26

1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   Anyone else regularly involved in monitoring

3  the project from the ORS, aside from Anthony James,

4  Allyn Powell and Gary Jones and yourself?

5      A.   The auditors that I mentioned, and there

6  were a number of those.  I don't think, from ORS's

7  perspective, I don't know of anybody normally that

8  was involved with that.  We might have had some

9  people come and visit from ORS.

10      Q.   Was it your understanding that the ORS was

11  responsible for conducting ongoing monitoring for the

12  construction of the plants and the expenditures of

13  capital for the project?

14      A.   That was my understanding that we monitored

15  and, you know, we had certain things that we were

16  trying to make sure it got done or we could

17  understand what was being done on those.  That was

18  the monitoring.  And then we reported on a monthly

19  basis, or a quarterly basis with a quarterly report

20  for the company's report.

21      Q.   And you would agree that the ORS's

22  activities with respect to the project focused

23  primarily on the schedule and the approved capital

24  estimates?

25      A.   The ORS activities focused on mainly the

27

1  quarterly report that came out, and we did an

2  evaluation on the quarterly report, and we would

3  be -- my job was checking the things that happened

4  during the months leading up to the quarterly report

5  and how they fit into the quarterly report, so -- and

6  we were looking at mainly schedule and budget in that

7  aspect, so that's how we did business.

8      Q.   Understood.  Would the ORS receive drafts of

9  SCE&G's quarterly reports prior to them being

10  finalized?

11      A.   I think maybe somebody got a draft of it.  I

12  didn't always get a draft of it.  I think maybe like

13  the night before they put them out, they may give

14  them to the office, I am not sure.  I have seen a

15  draft before.  Not at the site though, normally.

16      Q.   Gotcha.  And did you provide comments on any

17  drafts of the SCE&G's quarterly report for the

18  project?

19      A.   No, I never did.

20      Q.   Are you aware of anybody else at ORS who

21  provided comments on drafts of the quarterly report

22  before they were finalized?

23                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

24                     THE WITNESS:  I wouldn't have

25      really knowledge of that, mainly because there's

28

1      a disconnect of them and me if I am at the site.

2      And then if I am not at the site, I am doing

3      other work that's outside that activity

4      altogether.

5 BY MR. KEEL:

6      Q.   Let's talk about a little bit where you were

7  at the site.  Did you have a particular office you

8  would work at when you were at the V.C. Summer site?

9      A.   Yes.  The company, if I could use company as

10  a word, set up a trailer at the site.  Actually, we

11  changed over time, but there was an -- initially we

12  were in the building that they had already, and we

13  moved out of the building into a trailer and

14  established some offices in the trailer.  And it was

15  on the site but outside the protected area.

16      Q.   Was there anybody else who worked out of the

17  trailer where you worked at the site?

18      A.   The auditors, our auditors, would normally

19  come up at some point in time and do their reviews.

20      Q.   Anyone else that worked out of the same

21  location as the ORS on the site?

22      A.   When Gary came in, you know, Gary worked out

23  of there, he had an office in the trailer.  And

24  Anthony was out there.  But no other outside folks

25  were normally in the trailer.  There may have been
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1  people at certain times.  I was only in the trailer,

2  you know, one or two days a week, so anybody would be

3  using the trailer.  I don't think it was necessarily

4  limited to just us, but -- had a sign on there for

5  ORS.

6      Q.   All right.  Is it fair to say that

7  throughout your time on the project, you used your

8  experience and the information that was made

9  available to you as best you could to help fulfill

10  ORS's responsibilities for monitoring the project?

11      A.   Yes, I would say that; that is correct.

12      Q.   Is it fair to say that you attempted to

13  collect and review information that you thought might

14  be important for evaluating the status of the

15  project?

16                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

17                     THE WITNESS:  I'd like to maybe

18      state it the way I did it because that's what I

19      am familiar with.  Yeah, I would review all the

20      data that I could find, and then those things

21      that I thought matched up with our monitoring and

22      reporting activities, I usually noted, and then

23      we moved those on into the monthly meetings and

24      on into the quarterly report reviews.

25

30

1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   And how would you communicate those items

3  that you thought were notable or important from the

4  data you reviewed within ORS?

5      A.   At times, I would take notes, and I have a

6  little notebook that I would be using.  We would, in

7  the latter '15, '16 time frame, we would be

8  developing an agenda for our monthly meeting, and so

9  we knew that we wanted to track certain things

10  through that process.  And so we would make those

11  notes, I would make my notes, and I imagine Gary was

12  doing the same thing, and Ms. Allyn, she would be

13  doing the same thing if she was involved at that

14  time, or Anthony, and we would compile those into an

15  agenda that was, you know, maybe four, five pages.

16      Q.   Aside from the agenda that you would create

17  for these monthly meetings, or the notes that you

18  would take, did you have any sort of other written

19  reporting that you would do from the data you

20  reviewed about the project?

21      A.   Not normally.

22      Q.   Were there occasions where you did other --

23      A.   Yeah, if there were specialty things, yeah,

24  then I might develop something.

25      Q.   And do you recall any occasions, specific

31

1  occasions, where you developed something, some other

2  written documents based on the data you reviewed

3  about the project?

4      A.   Off and on, I would do different reviews

5  myself, if you will.  I did a -- I think we were

6  preparing for a case, and I did a proposed settlement

7  agreement one time.  And I asked Ms. Allyn, I think

8  Allyn was the right one at that time, about, you

9  know, do you want me to do something, I have a lot of

10  ideas -- they might not be worth much but I will put

11  them on paper, and so I did that.

12      Q.   So in addition to the plan-of-the-day

13  meetings and the monthly meetings that you have

14  already talked about, the ORS had access to various

15  reports about the status of the project, correct?

16      A.   Correct.

17      Q.   And I want to talk through some of those.

18      A.   Okay.

19      Q.   And just talk about which ones ORS had

20  access to throughout the status of the project to

21  your understanding.  Okay?

22           From your understanding, did the ORS have

23  access to the BLRA milestone tracking reports

24  throughout the time on the project?

25      A.   When they were provided, we did, yes.

32

1      Q.   Did the ORS have access to the commercial

2  issues log?

3      A.   We did have access to them.

4      Q.   Did the ORS have access to status reports

5  from the consortium?

6      A.   What would be a status report?  Help me.

7      Q.   A monthly or weekly report provided by the

8  consortium on the status of the project.

9      A.   We got certain reports.  I'm not sure it

10  covered the whole project, so they would be defined

11  on certain, like, procurement report, modules report,

12  we got those.

13      Q.   And any other reports that you recall being

14  provided by the consortium -- that were made

15  available from the consortium to ORS?

16      A.   There were monthly status reports that they

17  provided, and we had copies of those.

18      Q.   Okay.  Productivity reports the ORS was made

19  available -- strike that.

20           The ORS had access to productivity reports

21  about the project, correct?

22      A.   Productivity was usually incorporated into

23  the monthly report.

24      Q.   And the minutes of project review meetings,

25  the ORS had access to those as well, correct?
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1      A.   Yes, ORS had access to the minutes of the

2  monthly meetings.

3      Q.   And schedule reports from the scheduling

4  software, Primavera, that the consortium used, the

5  ORS had access to those as well?

6      A.   Scheduling reports?  Help me with that.

7      Q.   Do you recall having access to any reports

8  about the schedule of the project that came from the

9  Primavera software?

10      A.   We did have access to the ones that they

11  posted, like they would post a weekly, bi-weekly,

12  three weeks, three-week schedule report, and we had

13  access to those.

14      Q.   And were there any other reports that you

15  recall were regularly made available to the ORS about

16  the status of the project?

17      A.   I think we also got a copy of the quarterly

18  consortium report that the company and the consortium

19  put together, I think.  Actually, I think the company

20  did one later on, and the consortium had always done

21  one, maybe by contract.

22      Q.   Any other reports that you recall having

23  access to about the status of the project?

24      A.   There was a lot of reports, and I am not

25  sure I could remember all of them.

34

1      Q.   Fair enough.  And how did you typically have

2  access to these reports; how were they made available

3  to you?

4      A.   ORS had a cabinet, basically a library in

5  the trailer, and filed by, you know, A to Z, and we

6  could -- we had books in there that SCE&G would

7  update.  And, so, depending on the binder, that's

8  what we called them, depending on the binder that you

9  looked at, had the most recent report in it.

10      Q.   Okay.

11      A.   And they mirrored that, eventually online as

12  well, so that when Gary was reviewing he was looking

13  at the same document in the same folder-type thing.

14      Q.   Did all of the individuals who were involved

15  in monitoring the project for ORS have access to the

16  same information?

17                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

18                     THE WITNESS:  I don't know if all

19      of them did.  I'm not sure of that.

20 BY MR. KEEL:

21      Q.   Did you and Gary have access to that same

22  electric database with information about the status

23  of the project?

24      A.   We did, when we could get in.

25      Q.   And did Ms. Powell have access to that

35

1  database as well?

2      A.   She did.

3      Q.   Did Mr. James have access to that database

4  as well?

5      A.   I believe he did.  I don't know how often he

6  was involved in that directly.

7                (Exhibit No. 1 was marked for

8                identification.)

9      Q.   Mr. Soult, I'm handing you what's been

10  marked as Exhibit Number 1 to your deposition.  Do

11  you recognize this?

12      A.   Yes, sir.

13      Q.   And what do you recognize Exhibit 1 to be?

14      A.   Pardon?

15      Q.   What do you recognize this document to be?

16      A.   This is our, as stated here, 2015 First

17  Quarter Report on VCS Units 2 and 3.

18      Q.   So this is an example of the quarterly

19  reports that ORS put together about the project that

20  we discussed earlier; is that fair?

21      A.   Yes, sir.

22      Q.   And do you recall that, at some point in

23  time, the ORS changed its practice to no longer

24  produce these quarterly reports?

25      A.   I do remember that.

36

1      Q.   Do you recall when that change in practice

2  occurred?

3      A.   I don't remember the exact time.

4      Q.   Do you recall roughly when that change of

5  practice occurred?

6      A.   It occurred -- there was something that

7  required us to do that and that was -- we weren't

8  getting the data, so wherever that data stopped, I

9  want to say maybe somewhere in the end of '14 or '15.

10      Q.   Okay.

11      A.   We didn't -- since this is a '15 report, we

12  obviously had the data for this report in '15.

13      Q.   Why did the practice change to no longer

14  provide these quarterly reports?

15      A.   When we never had access to reviewing the

16  schedule -- the schedule, since this is developed

17  from monitoring your quarterly report and your

18  quarterly report didn't have the schedule in it

19  either, we couldn't -- we couldn't validate it, to be

20  honest with you.  So we just -- I think Anthony --

21  that was the time when Anthony was in charge of it,

22  and Anthony talked about it with our office, and we

23  decided that we don't have enough information to

24  create the report.  And it was not required by the

25  statute, so we stopped it.

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
9
of311



DEPOSITION OF GENE SOULT
October 25, 2018

972-719-5000
CSI GLOBAL DEPOSITION SERVICES

37

1      Q.   Okay.  And so --

2      A.   That's based on my recollection.  Now,

3  Anthony might say something different.

4      Q.   From what you recall, there was a period of

5  time where the schedule was being worked on by the

6  consortium and it was not available to either SCE&G

7  or ORS, your understanding; is that right?

8                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

9                     THE WITNESS:  What I understood is

10      we didn't -- we didn't have it.  It wasn't in the

11      folders that it normally would have been.

12 BY MR. KEEL:

13      Q.   Okay.

14      A.   And we asked the company about that.

15      Q.   You understood that the company didn't have

16  access to it at that time either, right?

17      A.   I did not understand that.  I mean, I think

18  they should have given it to us if they had it, so --

19  and we kept telling them and they would give us the

20  plan-of-the-day, say, you go to the plan-of-the-day,

21  that's all you need, so that's what we would do.

22      Q.   Okay.  Do you know one way or another

23  whether the company had access to a schedule at that

24  time that they were not providing you?

25      A.   I do not.

38

1      Q.   So as far as you know, the consortium could

2  have been not making the schedule available to SCE&G

3  during that time period?

4                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

5                     THE WITNESS:  I -- you know, they

6      could have been doing that.  I would have thought

7      that would have been unacceptable, but they could

8      have been doing that.

9 BY MR. KEEL:

10      Q.   Even when the ORS stopped making these

11  quarterly reports available, it still issued letters

12  on a quarterly basis to SCE&G about the status of the

13  project; do you recall that?

14      A.   I was not very much involved with that.  I

15  do believe there were letters.

16      Q.   Okay.

17      A.   But they didn't come from -- I might have

18  given some input, but I didn't generate them and I

19  don't know much about them.  I've read them in the

20  back end, but I don't even know that they all came

21  out on a quarterly basis, to be honest with you.

22      Q.   But at the time that those letters were

23  being prepared after these quarterly reports stopped

24  being published by ORS, you were not involved in

25  drafting them; is that right?

39

1      A.   I may have provided input.  That would be

2  the extent of my involvement.

3      Q.   Okay.  All right.  Turning back to Exhibit 1

4  here.

5      A.   Yes.

6      Q.   If you turn to the page with three little

7  I's titled "Executive Summary."

8      A.   Okay.  Yes, sir.

9      Q.   All right.  And if you see at the top there

10  underneath the Executive Summary, it says, "On May

11  15, 2015, SCE&G submitted its 2015 First Quarter

12  Report related to construction of V.C. Summer Units 2

13  and 3 in Jenkinsville."

14           Do you see that?

15      A.   I do, sir.

16      Q.   And then the following sentence, the last

17  sentence here says, "With reference to the Base Load

18  Review Act, ORS's review of SCE&G's quarterly report

19  focuses on SCE&G's ability to adhere to the approved

20  schedule and approved budget."

21           Do you see that?

22      A.   Correct.

23      Q.   So that was your understanding of what ORS's

24  review focused on for the quarterly reports, correct?

25      A.   Yes, sir.

40

1      Q.   And you recall, as described here below, do

2  you recall in March 2015 that SCE&G filed a petition

3  with the Public Service Commission seeking approval

4  of an updated schedule and cost estimate for the

5  project?

6      A.   Yes, sir, I'm familiar with that.

7      Q.   And were you regularly involved in the ORS's

8  review of the 2015 petition for approval of updated

9  scheduling cost?

10      A.   I was involved in it, yes.

11      Q.   Would you review the filings that the

12  company made in support of their petition?

13      A.   Maybe, depending on if the office wanted me

14  to do something like that.

15      Q.   Well, what would be your general role with

16  respect to evaluating the petitions filed by SCE&G

17  for updated schedules, costs or rates?

18      A.   I would review what they gave us and see if

19  it matched up with what I knew, basically, because I

20  had been watching the project.

21      Q.   Okay.

22      A.   And if it did, and I could -- maybe I had to

23  validate a portion of the information just to see if

24  we had it, if we understood it.

25      Q.   Would it be fair to say that you would
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1  review the filings and the data that was made

2  available about the project in an effort to determine

3  whether the ORS should support the petition?

4                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

5                     THE WITNESS:  From my perspective,

6      more the data, I wouldn't be making decisions for

7      ORS whether they supported the decision or not.

8      I mean, I would be giving them input to make a

9      decision.

10 BY MR. KEEL:

11      Q.   But you understand that was the purpose for

12  your analysis was to help the ORS determine whether

13  they were going to support a petition for updated

14  schedule and cost?

15      A.   Right.

16      Q.   If you turn to page 14 of Exhibit Number 1.

17      A.   Yes, sir.

18      Q.   Are you with me?

19      A.   I am.

20      Q.   So at the top of page 14, it says -- it's

21  titled, "Additional ORS Monitoring Activities," and

22  it states, "ORS continually performs the following

23  activities, as well as other monitoring activities,

24  as being necessary."

25           And then it provides a list of various

42

1  activities that the ORS conducted to monitor the

2  project.  Do you see that?

3      A.   I do.

4      Q.   Is that list consistent with your

5  understanding of the different activities the ORS did

6  to monitor the VCS project?

7      A.   Yes, sir.

8      Q.   This reference to "other monitoring in

9  addition to the list provided here," do you know what

10  "other monitoring" activities the ORS did with

11  respect to the project?

12                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

13                     THE WITNESS:  Probably anything we

14      found outside news media stuff, you know, other

15      reports that somebody else had.  This is pretty

16      much what went into our review for making up this

17      report, but there are other activities.

18                     You know, an example I could give

19      you is when the NRC had their annual meetings at

20      the site, we would go to those meetings, monitor

21      what the NRC said about Unit One, as well as the

22      Unit 2 and 3 project.

23 BY MR. KEEL:

24      Q.   Any other monitoring activities that you can

25  recall, other than the example you provided and this

43

1  list that's set forth on page 14 of Exhibit 1?

2      A.   Off the top of my head, no, sir, I can't.

3      Q.   And if you turn to the next page, 15 of

4  Exhibit 1.

5      A.   Yes, sir.

6      Q.   You see it's titled "Construction

7  Challenges"?

8      A.   Uh-huh.

9      Q.   And the introduction there says, "Based upon

10  the information provided by the company, in its

11  quarterly report, as well as information obtained via

12  additional monitoring activities, ORS identifies

13  several ongoing construction concerns that create

14  risk to the on-time completion of the units.  ORS

15  continues to monitor these area closely."

16           Do you see that?

17      A.   I do.

18      Q.   Then if you look through page 15 through

19  page 17, it's got a list of various construction

20  concerns that the ORS had with respect to the

21  project.  Do you see that?

22      A.   I do.

23      Q.   You were aware, as of the time of this

24  report in July of 2015, about these different

25  concerns that were set forth in page 15 through 17;

44

1  is that right?

2      A.   I was aware of these items that were listed

3  on here, for the most part.  I would have to read

4  them in detail, but --

5      Q.   Go ahead and just take a quick look through

6  them.  You don't have to read them entirely, but just

7  the general issues that are identified here.

8      A.   Okay.

9      Q.   And you would agree that you were aware of

10  these concerns as of the time July of 2015?

11      A.   Yes, sir.

12      Q.   And the very last item listed on page 17 in

13  these construction concerns, is titled --

14      A.   You wanted me on the pages that I had

15  reviewed, so I stopped at 16.

16      Q.   Oh sorry.

17      A.   I apologize.

18      Q.   No problem.

19           So the concerns set forth on page 17 also,

20  those are items that you are aware of as of

21  July 2015?

22                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

23                     THE WITNESS:  Yes, sir.

24 BY MR. KEEL:

25      Q.   The last item there, "Construction
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1  Productivity," it states, "SCE&G has identified in

2  its petition that the low productivity of the

3  construction workforce has increased the cost of the

4  project.  Corrective measures have been identified to

5  improve this productivity, but the impact of these

6  corrective measures is not yet known.  ORS has been

7  concerned with this issue for some time, but it was

8  not definitively apparent until the revised budgets

9  were formulated.  Low productivity could also affect

10  schedule performance."

11           Do you see that?

12      A.   Yes.

13      Q.   As of July 2015, you were aware that ORS had

14  concerns about low productivity of the construction?

15      A.   Yes, sir.

16      Q.   And this reference here to, "ORS has been

17  concerned with this issue for some time," do you

18  recall when the ORS, for how long the ORS had been

19  concerned about low productivity on this job project?

20      A.   This is '15.  I would say certainly

21  throughout -- what quarter was this?  This is first

22  quarter?  So probably backed up into '14.

23      Q.   And then the second to last sentence here

24  says that, "This low productivity was not

25  definitively apparent until the revised budgets were
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1  formulated."

2           Those revised budgets, due to the timing, I

3  take it, refer to the updated petition that was filed

4  by SCE&G in 2015; is that fair?

5                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

6                     THE WITNESS:  I am not exactly

7      sure what that statement's about because I didn't

8      handle a lot of the finance side of that, but I

9      think so.

10 BY MR. KEEL:

11      Q.   And what was it about the 2015 petition that

12  made it definitively apparent about this low

13  productivity concern?

14      A.   I don't think, off the top of my head, I

15  could provide you an answer to that.  I know that the

16  petition had in it a number of things that we were

17  having struggles trying to figure out what they were

18  or what the cost was with those.

19      Q.   Do you recall in the 2015 petition that

20  SCE&G filed for updated costs and schedules, it

21  indicated that those were based on information that

22  was provided to SCE&G by the consortium?

23      A.   Yes, I understood that.

24      Q.   Do you understand that the consortium had

25  provided SCE&G with updated costs and schedules, and
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1  then SCE&G filed this petition seeking approval for

2  the PSC for those?

3      A.   If my memory serves me, you just sparked

4  something.  Normally, in the case that we had done --

5  you know, this is '15, so I was only involved in,

6  really, this one, for the most part.  The activities

7  that we would be reviewing and making a decision on,

8  we usually covered by well documentation, especially

9  if you were going to add something to the plant or if

10  you were going to submit a request to buy something

11  or build something, you had backup data.  And I think

12  in '15, this is just my recollection now, in '15, we

13  were struggling to see that information.  That's

14  what's in the back of my mind.

15      Q.   But you did understand that SCE&G had

16  indicated in that petition that it was seeking

17  approval for updated schedule and costs based on

18  information that was provided to it by the

19  consortium, right?

20      A.   That's what it said.  And I think the

21  understanding in the past had been we had seen more

22  information; maybe that would be the best way to put

23  it.

24      Q.   Okay.

25                (Exhibit No. 2 was marked for
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1                identification.)

2      Q.   Mr. Soult, I'm handing you -- you have been

3  handed what has been marked as Exhibit Number 2 to

4  your deposition.

5      A.   Right.

6      Q.   Do you recognize this?

7      A.   I do.

8      Q.   Okay.  And what do you recognize this to be?

9      A.   This is a request for information that ORS

10  does when -- during their normal preparation for the

11  filing.

12      Q.   So you will see at the top it refers to

13  Docket Number 2015-103E.

14      A.   Yes, sir.

15      Q.   Do you recall that that was the docket, the

16  2015 docket, in which SCE&G sought approval for

17  updated costs and schedules, right?

18      A.   I understand.

19      Q.   Okay.  And so this is dated April 2015 and

20  it says it's from you to Byron Hinson and Chad

21  Burgess of SCE&G, correct?

22      A.   Correct.

23      Q.   So was this part of your responsibility in

24  2015, you would submit these requests for information

25  to the company in order to evaluate the petition?
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1      A.   What I would do in my role was to gather all

2  the questions, put them on the format, and ship them

3  all over.  So maybe not all the questions were my

4  questions.

5      Q.   Sure.  But you were involved in that process

6  of asking the company for information for the purpose

7  of evaluating the petition, correct?

8      A.   Correct.

9      Q.   And if you see, the first two pages are a

10  list of 17 requests that you included in this initial

11  request for information to SCE&G, right?

12      A.   Yes.

13      Q.   And if you look at request number eight, it

14  states, "Please provide the productivity rate that is

15  assumed to achieve Unit 3 substantial completion date

16  within the year following Unit 2 substantial

17  completion date."

18           Do you see you that?

19      A.   I see that.

20      Q.   And I take that you wanted to know what

21  productivity rates the consortium was assuming in

22  order to evaluate the reasonableness of the

23  projection; is that fair?

24                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to form.

25                     THE WITNESS:  I think that's fair.
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1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   And then in the pages following, you can see

3  it actually has the questions listed again and then

4  the responses that were provided by SCE&G.

5      A.   Right, got it.

6      Q.   And if you turn to -- you see these little

7  numbers at the bottom of the page?

8      A.   Uh-huh.

9      Q.   If you turn to the number 1204253.

10      A.   Yes, sir.

11      Q.   And you'll see there is that same question

12  listed again about what productivity rate is assumed

13  to achieve Unit 3's substantial completion date and

14  SCE&G's response is, "The productivity rate used is

15  1.15."

16           Do you see that?

17      A.   I see that.

18      Q.   And you recall that, as of this time in

19  April of 2015, the ORS was aware that the actual

20  productivity rate on the project was in excess of

21  1.15?

22      A.   I would have to verify that, you know, I

23  don't know.

24      Q.   Based on the information that was made

25  available to the ORS on a regular basis, that would
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1  include information about the productivity rate of

2  construction, right?

3      A.   Sometimes they provided that information --

4      Q.   Okay.

5      A.   -- depending on the year and what was going

6  on, and sometimes it wasn't there, so I don't know.

7  On this particular case, I just don't remember.

8      Q.   And the performance factor was part of the

9  information that would be included in that regular

10  reporting, correct?

11      A.   Correct.  I think they had it, I mean --

12      Q.   Sure.

13      A.   -- in a lot of cases, productivity wasn't

14  calculated on certain things they were doing.

15      Q.   And in addition to the productivity factor,

16  do you recall that the information made available to

17  ORS on those regularly reporting included information

18  about the percent complete on the project to date?

19      A.   Right, they would provide that.  And in '15,

20  I would say the majority of the reports probably had

21  that percent complete table in there.  They used a

22  table they presented in there.

23      Q.   And that table would show you the percent

24  complete on the different categories for engineering

25  procurement construction, that sort of thing, right?
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1      A.   Correct, they broke it down.

2      Q.   Okay.

3                (Exhibit No. 3 was marked for

4                identification.)

5      Q.   Do you want to take a break or do you want

6  to keep going?

7      A.   I'm fine.

8      Q.   All right.  Mr. Soult, I have just handed

9  you what's been marked as Exhibit Number 3 to your

10  deposition.  Do you recognize this document?

11      A.   I do.

12      Q.   And this is another request for information

13  in that 2015 docket that you sent to Bryon Hinson and

14  Chad Burgess of SCE&G, correct?

15      A.   Correct.

16      Q.   And if you look down here on the second

17  page, there is a request 4.3, it says, "Please

18  provide the status and any supporting documentation

19  of the WEC/CB&I and SCE&G negotiations concerning

20  responsibility for the delay and other EAC costs

21  totaling $411 million."

22           Do you see that?

23      A.   I do.

24      Q.   And then below that lists SCE&G's response.

25  Do you see that?
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1      A.   I do.

2      Q.   And first three sentences of the response

3  reads, "In August 2014, the consortium advised SCE&G

4  of delays in the construction schedule and increases

5  in the construction costs.  The consortium provided

6  SCE&G with the supporting document entitled

7  'Impacted/Partially Accelerated Summary' previously

8  provided as Attachment Two to ORS Audit Request

9  Number Two, Question Two.  In further support of the

10  summary, WEC/CB&I provided target and T&M estimate

11  update, a copy of the same being attached hereto."

12           Do you see that?

13      A.   I do.

14      Q.   And then if you turn to the next page, there

15  is a document that attaches a target and T&M estimate

16  update provided on August 29, 2014.  Do you see that,

17  Mr. Soult?

18      A.   I do, uh-huh.  You're talking about the

19  one-pager on 316?

20      Q.   Yes.  And if you turn behind that, starting

21  on 317 and continuing through the end of the

22  document, you will see there is a presentation

23  titled, "V.C. Summer Target and T&M Estimate Update,

24  August 29, 2014."

25      A.   Okay.
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1      Q.   Do you see that?

2      A.   You're talking about this whole

3  presentation?

4      Q.   Yes, sir.

5      A.   Uh-huh, I do see it.

6      Q.   And you understand that this was an update

7  of the projected cost for completion of the project

8  that was provided from the consortium to SCE&G in

9  August of 2014?

10      A.   2015?

11      Q.   '14.

12      A.   2014?  I have to think now.  I had '15.

13  Yeah, '14, 2914.

14      Q.   And you understand that from the title here,

15  "Target and T&M Estimate," that's referring to the

16  target pricing category, and the trade and materials

17  category of the time and materials category of the

18  pricing, correct?

19                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

20                     THE WITNESS:  What I understand, I

21      know target and T&M was a portion of the EPC

22      contract, and where the -- and there were

23      dollars, certain dollars, tied to that.  That's

24      what I understood.

25
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1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   You understand that this refers to two

3  categories of the pricing in the EPC contract,

4  correct?

5      A.   I understand that, yes, sir.

6      Q.   And did you understand that the other

7  category of pricing in the EPC contract was the fixed

8  or firm pricing?

9      A.   I know there were fixed and firm pricing,

10  and seemed like there was another price or two in

11  there.  I'm not sure of all of them that was in that

12  thing.

13      Q.   Sure.  All right.  So just a couple more

14  questions about this document, sir.

15      A.   Yeah.

16      Q.   If you turn to page three of the

17  Presentation, which the little numbers on the bottom

18  right end in 4319.

19      A.   Yes, sir.

20      Q.   You will see there is a list there of key

21  assumptions for the revised estimate.  Do you see

22  that?

23      A.   (Witness nodded head.)

24      Q.   And the Key Assumption number five states,

25  "The unit rates were unchanged.  Productivity factors
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1  and quantity adjustments are the basis for the

2  adjustments/change of labor hours."

3           Do you see that?

4      A.   I see that, yes, sir.

5      Q.   And then number seven states, "Productivity

6  factors were evaluated utilizing project experience

7  to date and assumed improvements going forward."

8           Do you see that?

9      A.   I see that.

10      Q.   And then if you turn all the way back to

11  Slide 28 of this presentation, the Bates number in

12  the bottom ending with 4344.

13      A.   Yes, sir.

14      Q.   And so this slide depicts the Craft

15  Productivity performance factor, both of the current

16  status in the project and the estimate relied on for

17  the updated ETC; is that correct?

18                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

19                     THE WITNESS:  That's what it says

20      here, yes, sir, or what I am reading.

21 BY MR. KEEL:

22      Q.   And this indicates on this slide that the

23  current PF as of the time of August 2014 was 1.41,

24  right?

25      A.   That's what it says, yes, sir.
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1      Q.   And that the last bullet, the ETC

2  performance factor of 1.15 indicates that is the

3  basis of the projected cost, correct?

4      A.   Yes, sir, that's what it says.

5      Q.   So this indicates, as of August 2014, the

6  actual performance factor on the project was worse

7  than the estimate that was being used for the updated

8  cost projection, correct?

9      A.   That's what it says, yes, sir.

10      Q.   And so as of the date that this document was

11  provided to the ORS, the ORS would have been aware

12  that the actual performance factor on the project was

13  in excess of what was being used for the projection?

14      A.   I would agree.

15      Q.   And the last bullet point also states that

16  the projected performance factor of 1.15 was to be

17  realized through gradual improvements over a

18  six-month period from August 29, 2014, right?

19      A.   Yes, sir.

20      Q.   And based on the data that was provided to

21  the ORS on a regular basis, the ORS would have been

22  able to determine whether that 1.15 performance

23  factor was being met within six months of

24  August 2014, right?

25      A.   If it was in your quarterly report that you
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1  put out, we would be talking about then the first

2  quarter of '15.  If it was in there, we would

3  certainly know it was there.

4      Q.   Or if it was in the other reports that were

5  provided to the ORS, correct?

6      A.   If we found it, yeah, that would be true.

7  We would have to pick it up, put it in our monthly

8  meeting minutes and talk about it.

9      Q.   Sure.

10      A.   Make sure we understood it.

11      Q.   You do understand that the higher

12  performance factor means that productivity is less

13  efficient?

14      A.   I do understand that.

15      Q.   And do you recall having discussions within

16  ORS about this issue of the 2015 petition for updated

17  costs relying on an assumed performance factor that

18  was lower than the actual performance on the project?

19      A.   We did discuss that.

20      Q.   And what was discussed about that within

21  ORS?

22      A.   Well, we -- from my perspective, I'm not

23  sure.  I mean, the words were there but I am not sure

24  how you get there from 1.41 to 1.15.  So it

25  becomes -- my mother used to say, the proof is in the
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1  pudding, I think.  We were looking for, how do you

2  get there.

3      Q.   And you recall a follow-up request, an

4  additional request to SCE&G asking for more

5  information about why the consortium was projected at

6  1.15 compared to the actual performance on the

7  project, right?

8      A.   Follow up beyond this?

9      Q.   Yes.

10      A.   There may have been, I --

11      Q.   Sure.

12      A.   I don't know the answer to that without

13  seeing something else, I guess.

14                (Exhibit No. 4 was marked for

15                identification.)

16      A.   May 22nd, 2015.

17      Q.   Mr. Soult, you have just been handed what's

18  been marked as Exhibit 4 to your deposition.  Do you

19  recognize this document?

20      A.   I understand the document.  I don't think I

21  generated it, so -- I think Gary Jones was probably

22  the author of it.

23      Q.   Okay.  So this Exhibit 4 is another request

24  for information submitted, this time from Gary Jones

25  to SCE&G, on May 22nd, 2015, related to that 2015
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1  petition, right?

2      A.   I gotcha, yes, sir.

3      Q.   And if you look at the bottom, it's got the

4  request description states, "In response to your

5  question six of ORS NND Request GCJ-2, you state that

6  productivity factor 1.15 was chosen by the consortium

7  as the basis for the EAC and the previous values that

8  ORS had seen were actual values.  However, the point

9  of the question is to explain how SCE&G can accept a

10  productivity factor as the basis of the EAC that

11  reflects a significantly higher level of productivity

12  than has yet to be realized during the previous

13  several months of high levels of construction

14  activity.  I call your attention to the comparison of

15  the cumulative earned construction man hours verse

16  the actual expended man hours that is reported on

17  Slides 143 and 144 of the April 16, 2015 Project

18  Review Meeting and documented in the meeting minutes

19  dated, May 8, 2015.  A calculation of productivity

20  factors using these values would result in a

21  productivity factor significantly different from the

22  1.15 value.  Please explain the basis of your

23  acceptance to the 1.15 productivity factor."

24           Do you see that?

25                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.
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1                     THE WITNESS:  I do see that, sir.

2 BY MR. KEEL:

3      Q.   Okay.  And then the next page of Exhibit 4,

4  you can see that there is a response from SCE&G as to

5  why it was submitting the requested cost update based

6  on the information provided by the consortium.  Do

7  you see that?

8                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

9                     THE WITNESS:  I see that comment,

10      that's speculative from your perspective.

11 BY MR. KEEL:

12      Q.   Yes.  The third sentence down of the

13  response says, "The company believes that it would be

14  speculative to use a different productivity factor

15  and further does not believe it is appropriate or in

16  the best interest of SCE&G and its customers to

17  suggest to the consortium that it should not make

18  every effort to meet its commitment to improve labor

19  productivity."

20           Do you see that?

21      A.   I do.

22      Q.   And ultimately, ORS became comfortable with

23  the projected cost and schedules that were used in

24  the 2015 petition, correct?

25                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.
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1                     THE WITNESS:  I can't say that I

2      know that specifically.  I know that there was an

3      agreement made.

4 BY MR. KEEL:

5      Q.   You're aware that the ORS ultimately entered

6  into a settlement agreement with SCE&G for that 2015

7  petition, right?

8      A.   I do.

9      Q.   And the settlement agreement essentially

10  reflected that the ORS supported the PSC approving

11  SCE&G's requested update for new cost and schedule

12  for the project, correct?

13      A.   I do.

14      Q.   And you supported ORS entering into that

15  agreement, right?

16      A.   I did.

17      Q.   And you wouldn't have supported that if you

18  didn't believe that the projections were achievable;

19  is that fair?

20      A.   I think what we support -- whether those

21  were achievable, I don't think we knew.  Gene Soult

22  did not know.  Because there wasn't evidence to show

23  that, back to my earlier point.

24           But, you know, we got comfortable enough to

25  sign a settlement agreement.  And I don't -- and I
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1  was not party to that so, you know, I would have to

2  say ORS was satisfied, Gary probably, he was our

3  expert, got satisfied that there was enough action

4  going forward that it would be done.

5      Q.   Okay.

6      A.   Acceptable.

7      Q.   And so, I mean, the ORS believed that

8  approving the requested petition for updated costs

9  and schedules was in the best interest of the

10  ratepayers, right?

11      A.   I would think that's why ORS entered the

12  agreement, yes, sir.  Our three-legged stool issue.

13      Q.   What do you mean by that?

14      A.   The company and the regulations and the

15  customer, that's what ORS had been charged to manage,

16  that relationship.

17      Q.   And ultimately they came to the conclusion

18  in that 2015 petition, in ORS's view, the right thing

19  to do was for the PSC to approve the updated schedule

20  and costs, right?

21      A.   I think so.

22      Q.   And that was after receiving the information

23  that we just walked through about the performance

24  factors that were used to rely -- by the consortium

25  for the updated cost and schedule, right?
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1      A.   Correct.

2      Q.   And after the PSC approved that 2015

3  petition in line with the parties' settlement

4  agreement, the owners entered into an amendment to

5  the EPC contract with Westinghouse.  Do you recall

6  that?

7      A.   I have seen it, uh-huh.  I don't remember it

8  all but I have seen it.

9      Q.   You have seen the updated -- the EPC

10  amendment?

11      A.   Yes.

12      Q.   Okay.

13      A.   It's been some time.  I haven't looked at it

14  recently.

15      Q.   Sure.  But you understand that, among other

16  things, the EPC amendment contained an updated

17  projected completion date for Units 2 and 3, right?

18      A.   Correct.

19      Q.   Okay.

20      A.   I remember.

21      Q.   And the EPC amendment also included an

22  option that the owners could elect to essentially cap

23  the remaining price for completing the project,

24  correct?

25      A.   Yes, I mean, expressed contract piece.
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1      Q.   And then after SCE&G elected that fixed

2  price option, they filed another petition with the

3  PSC seeking approval of the updated costs and

4  schedule for the project as reflected in the EPC

5  amendment; is that right?

6      A.   And I assume that would have been the 2016

7  case --

8      Q.   Okay.

9      A.   -- filing.

10      Q.   Okay.  And were you involved again in

11  evaluating SCE&G's 2016 petition?

12      A.   Similar to what I did in the previous one.

13  I had the same duties.

14      Q.   So your same duties essentially reflected

15  reviewing the petition, the filings, comparing that

16  to the data that was made available about the project

17  to help ORS determine whether to support the

18  petition; is that fair?

19      A.   That would be fair, yes, sir.

20      Q.   And you went through the same process of

21  requesting information from the company to analyze

22  the assumptions or the overall requests in the

23  petition?

24      A.   Yes.  From my -- my responsibility would be

25  to take the previous one that we did, because we
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1  don't like to duplicate work, and go through and take

2  the boilerplate stuff, put it in the right format,

3  the right date and all that, and then collect

4  questions from other folks within our organization

5  and then submit it.

6      Q.   Sure.

7      A.   That's the way the previous one worked, too.

8      Q.   So some of the same questions you had in

9  2015 you might use again in 2016?

10      A.   Right.

11      Q.   Plus others?

12      A.   We just went through -- you know, I did the

13  first cut and then I passed it on.

14      Q.   And then after that process, the ORS

15  ultimately again entered into another settlement

16  agreement reflecting that it supported the PSC

17  petitioning the request for approved costs and

18  schedule updates?

19                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

20                     THE WITNESS:  I know they did,

21      yes, sir.

22 BY MR. KEEL:

23      Q.   And I think you mentioned this earlier this

24  morning, but you drafted a conceptual settlement

25  agreement in connection with that 2016 petition?
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1      A.   I believe I did, yes, sir.  In the spirit of

2  the three-legged stool, by the way.

3      Q.   Okay.

4                (Exhibit No. 5 was marked for

5                identification.)

6      Q.   All right.  Mr. Soult, I'm handing you

7  what's been marked as Exhibit 5 to your deposition.

8  Do you recognize this document?

9      A.   I recognize it with the scribbles, I guess,

10  markups.

11      Q.   Sure.  Setting aside the handwriting and

12  markups reflected on the document, is this the draft

13  of the conceptual settlement agreement that you put

14  together for SCE&G's 2016 petition?

15      A.   I put it together for ORS.

16      Q.   Correct.  For ORS consideration, right?

17      A.   Yeah.  Yes, sir, I did.

18      Q.   And the handwriting reflected on this

19  document is not yours, right?

20      A.   No, I don't write that well.

21      Q.   Just a few questions about this document.

22      A.   Sure.

23      Q.   You can see down underneath in the first

24  page, there is a heading titled "Current Status."

25      A.   Yes, sir.
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1      Q.   And it refers to various metrics about the

2  status of the project, including the percent complete

3  for engineering, procurement, construction, and the

4  productivity of direct labor.  Do you see that?

5      A.   Yes, and referenced up above the monthly

6  meeting minutes report.

7      Q.   So that's consistent with what we talked

8  about earlier, that these sort of metrics were part

9  of the information made available to ORS?

10      A.   Yes.

11      Q.   At the bottom, you see the total

12  productivity of direct labor indicates that, at this

13  time, it's a 1.83 compared to that goal of 1.15 from

14  the previous projections, right?

15      A.   Right.  And again, that was not something I

16  generated.  It was something that, you know, was in

17  the report, and I just provided it so I could

18  summarize to it.

19      Q.   You took that from the data that was made

20  available to ORS about the project?

21      A.   Correct.

22      Q.   And then if you turn to page five of that

23  document, please.

24      A.   All right, yes, sir.  I am there.

25      Q.   You will see the second to last paragraph
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1  states, "Summarizing the above."

2      A.   Uh-huh.

3      Q.   "After 11 years of physically and

4  financially supporting the New Nuclear Development of

5  the VCS 2 and VCS 3 Units, they are far from being

6  complete, with the combined unit construction

7  progress of only 29 percent; and the capital

8  expenditures already exceeding the company's original

9  budget amount.  The lack of productivity, accompanied

10  company with a 'first of kind' NRC influenced

11  technology, coupled with the lower skilled labor

12  market and construction material issues leaves ORS

13  very concerned about the company's ability to

14  complete both units within their GSD's.  ORS believes

15  that without a significant change, neither unit will

16  be able to complete in time to obtain production tax

17  credit advantage."

18           Do you see that?

19      A.   I do.  And when we say "ORS" there, it's

20  really Gene Soult saying that.  So I, you know, I

21  used ORS so I didn't have to put my name in there

22  each time.  I wouldn't say whether or not ORS, you

23  know, supported that thing.  This was a proposal.

24      Q.   And the GSD's that's referenced here, that

25  refers to the guaranteed substantial completion
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1  dates?

2      A.   Correct, in the contract.

3      Q.   So as of the time that you put this

4  conceptual settlement agreement together, you wrote

5  the personal opinion that you did not believe the

6  units could be completed in time for the production

7  tax credits without a significant change; is that

8  fair?

9      A.   That is the words I used, sir, I believe.

10      Q.   And if you see in part of the handwriting

11  down below that, it says, "I'm not here yet.  I think

12  Unit 2 can make it."

13                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

14                     THE WITNESS:  I see that, I see

15      that writing.

16 BY MR. KEEL:

17      Q.   And do you recall having any discussions

18  within ORS about whether you believe the units could

19  be completed in time to obtain the production tax

20  credit advantage around this time of the 2016

21  petition?

22      A.   This handwriting looks like Gary Jones'

23  handwriting.

24      Q.   It is.

25      A.   And I would say Gary and I had a

71

1  conversation about this.  And, you know, I don't have

2  clear timing on it or who was -- you know, I think we

3  had at least two meetings on this.  He and I were in

4  our trailer out there getting ready for our monthly

5  meeting and, you know, he said, I don't -- I think

6  they can make it, you know, on Unit 2.  He felt

7  fairly confident in that particular case.

8           And my concern, and the reason I drafted

9  this, is that, you know, from working on projects,

10  you have to make some drastic changes to get

11  movement.  And so I wasn't seeing the drastic change

12  stuff that would allow that much movement to get

13  productivity from 1.87 down to 1.15.  So I was trying

14  to come up with a process that would help accomplish

15  that.

16           And in Gary's case, I mean, he felt pretty

17  comfortable on the Unit 2 and he wasn't sure about

18  Unit 3 yet, he was still working on the data.  Is

19  that sufficient?

20      Q.   Absolutely.  And did you ultimately come to

21  agree with Mr. Jones' position that he thought Unit 2

22  could be completed within the time to obtain the

23  production tax credits in this 2016 time period?

24      A.   I did.

25      Q.   And why did you come to that conclusion?
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1      A.   Gary has a lot more knowledge in a lot of

2  these areas than I do.  My knowledge is more based in

3  the operation and maintenance of the house.  His was

4  heavy construction stuff.  So he -- we relied on him

5  heavily to know the details.

6      Q.   Is it fair to say that, after discussions

7  and review of the information, Mr. Jones convinced

8  you that -- of his position that Unit 2 could be

9  completed within time to obtain the production tax

10  credit?

11                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

12                     THE WITNESS:  Could I rephrase

13      that?

14 BY MR. KEEL:

15      Q.   Go for it, yeah.

16      A.   I would say it's more like, okay.  I don't

17  know that he convinced me any differently, but I was

18  willing to support what we were doing.

19      Q.   And did you ever share this conceptual draft

20  settlement agreement with anybody other than Gary

21  Jones?

22                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

23      inasmuch as it relates to attorney-client

24      communications.

25
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1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   Fair enough.  I don't want to -- I don't

3  want you to disclose any conversations you may have

4  had with counsel.

5      A.   Okay.

6      Q.   So setting aside discussions with counsel,

7  have you -- did you share this draft settlement

8  agreement with anybody other than Gary Jones?

9      A.   I provided it to Allyn Powell, who is my

10  supervisor.

11      Q.   Sure.

12      A.   And Allyn and I had talked about it before I

13  even drafted it.

14      Q.   Was Allyn Powell involved in those

15  discussions about whether you believed Unit 2 could

16  be completed on time to obtain the production tax

17  credits?

18      A.   Not with Gary, no.  I'm pretty sure Gary and

19  I were mulling over it ourselves.  In fact, I think I

20  probably gave it to Gary before I gave it to Allyn

21  because I wanted his feedback.

22      Q.   And did you share this conceptual draft

23  settlement agreement with anybody other than Gary

24  Jones or Allyn Powell, setting aside discussions with

25  counsel?
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1      A.   I think Allyn may have shared it with

2  someone else and I could have been there.  Seems like

3  we had a meeting downtown, because I was at the

4  trailer when this all took place with Gary and I.

5      Q.   Was it ever provided to SCE&G?

6      A.   I have no idea.  I don't even know how you

7  got it.

8      Q.   I got it from Gary Jones.

9      A.   Oh, okay.  Figures, it's got his writing on

10  it.

11      Q.   Yeah, exactly.

12           You would agree with me that at the time of

13  this 2016 petition, the owners and the consortium

14  were making drastic changes to try to improve

15  productivity on the site?

16      A.   They were.

17      Q.   They brought in -- one of the changes was

18  they brought in Fluor Daniel as their new

19  subcontractor under agreement?

20      A.   They did.

21      Q.   And you had experience with Fluor Daniel

22  from your work at the Cope plant?

23      A.   Correct.

24      Q.   And what was your opinion of Fluor Daniel?

25      A.   Top notch.
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1      Q.   Top notch.

2           Did you think that bringing in Fluor Daniel

3  was likely to improve productivity on the project?

4      A.   You know, that's kind of a different

5  question.  We were hoping they would.  Productivity

6  is tied to a lot of different things.  And unless

7  those other things were also improved, some of which

8  Fluor didn't have responsibility for, it wouldn't, it

9  wouldn't happen.

10      Q.   Would you agree with me that the

11  productivity factor wouldn't necessarily determine

12  whether a project was completed on schedule?

13      A.   Correct.

14      Q.   You could -- even if the project was

15  inefficient, you could do other things to account for

16  inefficiencies and potentially meet your projected

17  schedule, right?

18      A.   There are limiting factors to what you could

19  do.  Productivity is a -- certainly a good indicator

20  of whether or not the project is going, but it gives

21  you something to measure.  And one thing I know about

22  nuclear plants, they have to be done, all of it has

23  to be done.  You can't put something to the side,

24  especially in the safety-related nuclear side.

25           So every item has to be done, and
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1  productivity factors, tracks, commodities,

2  installation of commodities, that's how they

3  developed that.  So that's really important, and it's

4  a good measure.

5      Q.   Sure.  Sure.  It's a good measure.  But you

6  could account, you could do certain things to account

7  for a worse productivity factor?

8      A.   You could, you could add more people.

9      Q.   Could add more people.

10      A.   You could put on more shifts.

11      Q.   And you understand that with the election of

12  the fixed price contract, the cost of adding more

13  people or other efforts that would be needed to meet

14  the projected schedule was effectively shifted to the

15  consortium?

16                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

17                     THE WITNESS:  I don't think I

18      would -- I don't think I would state it that way.

19      It might shield some.

20                     But the fixed price contract only

21      involved the consortium's dollars associated

22      with -- you still had company dollars, and

23      company dollars are tied to hours of the day,

24      just like consortium hours are.  So the project,

25      you know, if it wasn't finished on the schedule,
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1      it was going to cost more money regardless,

2      because the company was going to have to pay

3      their share of all the things that went longer

4      than was required.

5 BY MR. KEEL:

6      Q.   So there were certain owner's costs that

7  were not part of the fixed price?

8      A.   Right, correct.

9      Q.   But to the extent that the consortium's

10  cost, they had to increase their cost above the fixed

11  price option in order to meet the projected schedule,

12  that risk was shifted to the consortium through the

13  fixed price option, right?

14      A.   Yeah, by contract.

15      Q.   Yeah.  So in -- strike that.

16           So ultimately, I think we mentioned already,

17  the ORS decided to enter into another settlement

18  agreement for the 2016 petition, right?

19      A.   Yeah.  You mentioned it, yes, yeah.

20      Q.   You understood it, right?

21      A.   And I understand it.

22      Q.   And you supported the ORS's decision to

23  enter into that settlement agreement, correct?

24      A.   I did.

25      Q.   And at the time of entering into that

78

1  settlement agreement, you believed that the PSC

2  approving the petition, in accordance with the terms

3  of the agreement, was in the best interest of the

4  ratepayers, right?

5      A.   I think ORS believed it; that was why we did

6  it.

7      Q.   And you wouldn't have supported ORS entering

8  into that settlement agreement if you didn't think

9  the projections were achievable; is that fair?

10      A.   I think we were believing the company, what

11  the company said they were going to do.  And, you

12  know, we look at reports, make an evaluation, and

13  trust the company to accomplish their will.

14      Q.   Do you recall that, prior to entering into

15  that settlement agreement, the ORS had a face-to-face

16  meeting with members of Westinghouse in August of

17  2016?

18                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

19                     THE WITNESS:  I think there may

20      have been one.  I don't think it was one I

21      attended, to be honest with you.

22 BY MR. KEEL:

23      Q.   Were you present for any meetings with

24  members of Westinghouse in connection with the 2016

25  petition?
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1      A.   Well, we had some monthly meetings and some

2  of the consortium people attended those meetings, and

3  it would have been in that time frame.

4      Q.   Did you have any discussions with members of

5  the consortium about whether they were -- about their

6  commitment to completing the project?

7      A.   I did not personally.

8      Q.   Are you aware now, sitting here today, that

9  the consortium, members of the consortium,

10  represented to the ORS that they were committed to

11  completing the project?

12      A.   Yes, I agree with that.

13      Q.   And that was part of the information that

14  the ORS knew prior to entering into the settlement

15  agreement for the 2016 petition.  Do you understand

16  that, too?

17      A.   I'm sorry, I cut you off there, I didn't

18  mean to do that.

19      Q.   No, you're fine, if you need to finish.

20      A.   Well, since you said the last piece of that,

21  I was trying to get back to where I was at.

22           We were aware, in fact I think Gary put it

23  in his testimony, that there were -- maybe Gary or

24  Anthony, I can't remember which now -- but there were

25  firm commitments from WEC, which was the consortium,
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1  to accomplish the task.  And it may have went beyond

2  WEC, you know, I'm not sure how far back it went.

3      Q.   "Beyond WEC" meaning going to Fluor Daniel

4  or others involved in building the plant?

5      A.   Well, plant probably would have went to

6  Toshiba, and I think Toshiba was the parent, so they

7  felt comfortable about that.  I think that was a

8  winning piece for ORS and the customer.

9      Q.   Gotcha.  So part of the winning piece for

10  ORS in deciding to enter into that settlement

11  agreement were the commitments that were made by

12  Westinghouse and to Toshiba?

13      A.   And I think the company as well.

14      Q.   And the company, to ORS; is that fair?

15      A.   I think that's fair.

16                     MR. KEEL:  I am going to shift to

17      another topic.  Do you want to take a short

18      break?

19                     MR. BATEMAN:  If you don't mind.

20      Are you okay with that, Gene?  I don't want to --

21                     THE WITNESS:  I'm fine.  I guess

22      we don't have a question.  I can go to the rest

23      room, right?

24                     MR. KEEL:  Absolutely.  Let's take

25      a short break.
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1                     THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This marks the

2      end of video number one in the deposition of

3      Mr. Gene Soult.  We're off the record at

4      10:43 a.m.

5                (A recess was taken.)

6                     THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This is the

7      continuation of the deposition of Mr. Gene Soult.

8      This is video number two.  On the record at

9      10:56 a.m.

10 BY MR. KEEL:

11      Q.   Mr. Soult, are you ready to continue?

12      A.   I am, sir.

13                (Exhibit No. 6 was marked for

14                identification.)

15      Q.   Mr. Soult, I'm handing you what has been

16  marked as Exhibit Number 6 to your deposition.  Do

17  you recognize this document?

18      A.   Some of it, I believe I do.

19      Q.   So these are, as it says on the front page

20  here, "ORS's Answers to First Set of Request for

21  Admission, Second Set of Interrogatories, and Second

22  Set of Request for Production of Documents" in

23  connection with this PSC proceeding.

24           Do you see that?  Is that a yes?

25      A.   Yes.  Yes, sir, I'm sorry, yes, I do.
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1      Q.   No problem.  And did you participate in

2  providing information for these answers?

3      A.   To be honest with you, not much, that I know

4  of.  I haven't spent a lot of time on this document,

5  so I --

6      Q.   Do you recall, did you review a draft of

7  this document before it was finalized?

8      A.   I probably did.

9      Q.   Okay.

10      A.   I just can't remember all the things that I

11  reviewed, to be honest with you.

12      Q.   But do you have a recollection of providing

13  at least some information for the answers reflected

14  in this document?

15      A.   If we look at a specific question, I can

16  probably answer that question.

17      Q.   Let's do that.  Let's turn to page nine of

18  Exhibit 6.

19      A.   Okay.  I'm there.

20      Q.   And you see under Interrogatory Responses in

21  the middle of the page there is an Interrogatory 1-1

22  that says, "State with specificity the date on which

23  you first learned that Bechtel was conducting a

24  review of the NND project."

25           Do you see that?
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1      A.   I do.

2      Q.   And then below that is the ORS's response to

3  this Interrogatory, correct?

4      A.   I got it.

5      Q.   I want to go through a couple of sentences

6  in here.  In the middle of the page --

7      A.   Uh-huh.

8      Q.   -- in that response is a sentence that

9  starts with "At."  Do you see that?  "At the NND."

10      A.   In the middle of the page, "At the NND/ORS."

11      Q.   Yeah.

12      A.   Yes, sir.

13      Q.   That sentence reads, "At the NND/ORS monthly

14  meeting on August 26, 2015, Gene Soult was only

15  informed that SCE&G's legal office was handling an

16  external review; and at that time, he did not know

17  the identify of the external reviewer or any

18  information about the scope of the review."

19           Do you see that?

20      A.   I do.

21      Q.   Is that an accurate statement?

22      A.   Yes, sir.

23      Q.   Let's talk about this meeting for a minute.

24  What was the August 26, 2015 meeting?

25      A.   That was our monthly status report meeting,
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1  I spoke about it earlier.  We prepare an agenda, and

2  then we follow through the agenda with the company,

3  and they publish that agenda because it's really

4  their agenda.  And there are a number of invitees

5  that we have based on the questions that's on the

6  agenda, and then we meet with those folks.  And

7  they're kind of bunched into departments or areas of

8  responsibility.

9      Q.   And in addition to -- or who from ORS would

10  typically attend these monthly meetings?

11      A.   Normally, I attend the meeting.  We normally

12  have our auditing person, if there is something

13  appropriate for them.  And Gary Jones normally

14  attends those meetings.  And whoever the supervisor

15  is or, you know, report, whoever we report to

16  normally attends them, if they can, and it may be

17  sporadic.  So it would be Allyn Powell in the time

18  frame she was there, Anthony Williams -- or Anthony

19  Jones, excuse me.

20      Q.   James?

21      A.   James, got Jones mixed up there.  Anthony

22  James.  Did we have anybody else?  No, I think that's

23  pretty much us.

24      Q.   And then who would attend these monthly

25  meetings from SCE&G?

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
21

of311



DEPOSITION OF GENE SOULT
October 25, 2018

972-719-5000
CSI GLOBAL DEPOSITION SERVICES

85

1      A.   Well, again, it would depend on the area of

2  focus that we have.  If we're talking engineering,

3  then we would probably have the manager of

4  engineering or one of his direct reports would be

5  there.  If we're talking commercial, it would be the

6  commercial people, and in a particular case it would

7  be Skip Smith and Shirley and Margaret -- there was a

8  number that worked in Skip's area that would show up,

9  depending on what we're going to talk about, the

10  conversations.

11      Q.   And you worked with Skip Smith at your time

12  at SCE&G?

13      A.   Did I previously?

14      Q.   Yes.

15      A.   Yes.

16      Q.   Did you work closely with Skip Smith during

17  your time at SCE&G?

18      A.   Yes.

19      Q.   And what was the sort of roles in terms of

20  how you worked with him?

21      A.   How far back?

22      Q.   Just if you could broad -- a general --

23      A.   General.

24      Q.   -- overview of how you worked with Skip

25  Smith.
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1      A.   Skip was normally in the project business, I

2  normally was in the building or operation business.

3  Normally, in his case, it would be in the project and

4  building.  So we were either building plants or

5  modifying plants.  And Skip had a contract, he was

6  pretty much in the same position, contract manager;

7  and I would be the general manager or plant manager

8  for the work that was being done.

9      Q.   Did you work for Skip Smith at SCE&G?

10      A.   No, I never did.

11      Q.   Okay.

12      A.   Two different areas.

13      Q.   Gotcha.  And you mentioned that the

14  attendees for SCE&G would depend on the focus of what

15  was being discussed at those monthly meetings, right?

16      A.   Correct, yes, by the agenda.

17      Q.   And the ORS personnel who would attend the

18  meetings had input into the agenda for each meeting,

19  right?

20      A.   Correct.

21      Q.   And you would list whatever you wanted to

22  talk about on the agenda; is that fair?

23      A.   We would provide input to it.  In some

24  cases, SCE&G had their own input they wanted to put

25  into it to inform us about certain things, and that's
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1  the way it was built.

2      Q.   And other than SCE&G and ORS, who else

3  attended these monthly meetings?

4      A.   It would have to be somebody the company

5  provided that would be there.  I mean, I don't think

6  ORS had other people.  We may have a guest from

7  auditing, sometimes our supervisors in auditing would

8  show up there, too.

9      Q.   What about members of the consortium, would

10  they show up to the monthly meetings?

11      A.   Only if directed by SCE&G to provide input.

12      Q.   If you wanted to speak with one of the

13  members of the consortium on a particular topic, you

14  could request that for purposes of these monthly

15  meetings, right?

16      A.   We would set it up, because it required

17  arrangements for that, and SCE&G would arrange that.

18      Q.   And you had the opportunity to say, I want

19  to speak with somebody from Westinghouse about the

20  schedule at the next monthly meeting, right?

21      A.   We could and we did.

22      Q.   And on those occasions when you would

23  request to speak with the members of the consortium,

24  do you recall who attended the monthly meetings?

25      A.   They were selected, I mean, because the
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1  topics changed as we moved through activities that we

2  were following, so --

3      Q.   What about with respect to schedule, do you

4  recall who from the consortium attended any of the

5  monthly meetings to discuss the schedule?

6      A.   Okay.  Sometimes it's a timing issue.  So in

7  the time frame we have been discussing, the 2016 time

8  frame, it probably would have been Terry Elam.  He

9  was their head scheduler.  And he had a couple of

10  other guys that I don't really remember their names

11  but they would usually come with him.

12      Q.   And on those occasions, Mr. Elam would

13  respond to any questions the ORS had about the

14  schedule for the project; is that fair?

15      A.   Normally, what he did was explain what they

16  were doing, and then we would ask him questions, and

17  then he would respond or have somebody else respond.

18      Q.   He would give some sort of presentation

19  about the status of the schedule for the project?

20      A.   Yeah.  It depends -- I am not trying to be

21  waffling here, but sometimes we had -- we went to

22  them instead of them coming to the trailer.  So when

23  we went to them, then they would present a more

24  detailed-type schedule.

25      Q.   Okay.
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1      A.   When they came out to us, it normally was

2  just a general conversation.  We would ask questions

3  based on what he said.

4      Q.   How many times did you go to Westinghouse

5  and they provide a presentation to the schedule?

6      A.   To their location?

7      Q.   Yeah.

8      A.   In this time frame, 2016?

9      Q.   Any time from 2014 through abandonment of

10  the project.

11      A.   We never in '14, that I know of, or '15,

12  that I know of.  But in '16, we probably went several

13  times to their location.  We may have went once in

14  '15, but it wasn't normal.

15      Q.   And when you say "several times," you mean

16  more than ten?

17      A.   That's ten months.  I don't think it would

18  have been more than ten.

19      Q.   Okay.

20      A.   To actually have gone to their place, no, I

21  don't think we did that.

22      Q.   More than five times?

23      A.   Maybe Gary could attest to it better than I

24  could.

25      Q.   Sure, sure.
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1      A.   But more than five, yeah, I would say

2  between five and ten.

3      Q.   And in those occasions in which you would go

4  to Westinghouse's location, Mr. Elam would give a

5  presentation about the schedule for the project?

6      A.   Yes.

7      Q.   Would he walk you through the schedule in

8  their database and show you the projections?

9      A.   Maybe once or twice we did that.

10      Q.   Okay.

11      A.   And normally they did not.

12      Q.   Okay.

13      A.   I mean, you're talking a huge schedule.  We

14  would be talking from paper, for the most part.  They

15  did have, especially when we went to their site, they

16  had stuff posted in their room, and they wanted to

17  use that as an object board to discuss items.

18      Q.   And then the ORS personnel staff there would

19  ask questions of Mr. Elam, if they had them, about

20  the schedule, right?

21      A.   Correct.

22      Q.   Was there any instance in which Mr. Elam did

23  not respond to the questions ORS provided?

24      A.   I would say there were times when he could

25  not answer the question, and so that -- you know, he
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1  would respond, "I can't answer that question."  So he

2  gave me an answer that didn't satisfy the question.

3      Q.   Do you recall any particular question that

4  you had that he was unable to give you an answer for?

5      A.   Usually it evolved around constraints.  The

6  schedule, I'm sure you're familiar with schedules, so

7  the schedule is set and then it moves every minute,

8  24 hours a day, seven days a week, 365 days a year.

9  And a constraint would possibly keep it from moving.

10  And we were concerned about that because there were a

11  lot, you know -- you know, productivity rate also

12  walked into the performance, monthly performance

13  rate.  So if there wasn't movement, then we would be

14  asking, you know, why isn't this, why isn't the

15  schedule moving, we would ask that question.

16      Q.   And so there were certain activities in the

17  large schedule that were constraints that said they

18  would not float?

19      A.   Could be.

20      Q.   Okay.

21      A.   Yeah, I don't know, you know, numbers and

22  that stuff, but --

23      Q.   Sure.

24      A.   -- Gary often would ask those kind of

25  questions more than I would.
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1      Q.   Anybody else from the consortium that you

2  recall attending these monthly meetings other than

3  Terry Elam?

4      A.   For the schedule?

5      Q.   For any topic.

6      A.   Okay.  Well, Alan, if we were going to meet

7  at the scheduling, then there would be more SCE&G

8  people there.  Alan Torres, who was the GM for the

9  construction, would normally be there.  Of course

10  Skip always came with us as well.

11      Q.   Okay.

12      A.   From the consortium side, Church -- usually

13  the -- I think it was the site director, site

14  director would normally come in.  And when Fluor was

15  there during that period of time in '16, Fluor would

16  have their site director in there, too.

17      Q.   And the "Church" you referenced, is that

18  Carl Churchman from Westinghouse?

19      A.   Carl Churchman, yes.

20      Q.   And what topics would Carl Churchman discuss

21  during these monthly meetings?

22      A.   Well, he usually gave an update of where

23  they were, you know, based on milestones and things

24  that he was trying to accomplish, you know, provide

25  maybe more support for what was taking place,
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1  especially, I guess, if we would ask a question about

2  the schedule, and it seemed like a hard spot.  He

3  could better handle what they were trying to do for

4  that particular hard spot, is the right term.

5      Q.   So the ORS would ask Mr. Churchman questions

6  that they had about the status of the project?

7      A.   Correct.

8      Q.   And Mr. Churchman would respond to those

9  questions?

10      A.   He did.

11      Q.   Any instance you recall in which

12  Mr. Churchman could not provide a response to a

13  question the ORS had?

14      A.   No.  Mr. Churchman seemed to always have an

15  answer.  He may not have answered the question, but

16  he always had a response to it.

17      Q.   Anybody else, other than Terry Elam and Carl

18  Churchman from the consortium, that attended monthly

19  meetings with the ORS?

20      A.   Normal monthly meetings?

21      Q.   No.  Any of the monthly meetings.

22      A.   Probably a number of other folks came and

23  went, depending on what we were dealing with.  Like

24  some of the WEC people for the -- they had, called

25  them FFA's, I believe they were, they were function
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1  areas that they were evaluating when Fluor came in,

2  and they would come and bring a number of people to

3  discuss where they were on that functional area.

4      Q.   Those functional area assessments, do you

5  understand those to be areas where they were trying

6  to make improvements on the production or on

7  construction moving forward?

8      A.   I think that was one piece.  I think the

9  other piece was, there was an emerging piece for

10  Fluor when they were coming in to help them grab

11  ahold of what changes needed to be made to improve.

12      Q.   Was Dan Magnarelli one of the people that

13  attended?

14      A.   Dan was one of them, uh-huh.

15      Q.   What about with respect to cost projections

16  on the project; anybody from the consortium attend

17  these monthly meetings with the ORS to discuss

18  matters related to the projected cost?

19      A.   Not normally.  Normally, commercial handled

20  the cost for us, you know, SCE&G commercial, Skip --

21  Skip Smith's folks, he would bring them with him,

22  like Ms. Sherry would come in and discuss pieces of

23  it.  But we normally didn't have WEC people talking

24  to us about that.

25      Q.   Were there any instances you recalled in
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1  which WEC were people talking to the ORS about

2  projected cost for the project?

3      A.   There probably was, but none come to the

4  surface, to be honest with you.

5      Q.   Did you have any discussions with Ken Brown

6  about the projected cost of the project?

7      A.   I think I met Ken Brown once in a meeting.

8  You know, cost was not my thing I normally followed;

9  I'm more the technical guy.  But I was in the meeting

10  when they came and made some kind of a presentation.

11  Our accounting folks there or auditing folks were

12  there.

13      Q.   Was there a meeting in which Ken Brown made

14  a presentation about the estimated completion cost

15  provided by the consortium for that 2015 petition?

16      A.   Could have been.  I can't say for sure, but,

17  yeah, sounds like it would be in that time frame.

18      Q.   Back to this August 26th, 2015 meeting

19  that's referenced in the ORS's response to

20  Interrogatory Number 1-1.  Who else attend -- who

21  attended this August 26, 2015 meeting that you

22  recall?

23      A.   From our perspective, ORS, or in general?

24      Q.   In general.

25      A.   I think it was a standard-type meeting,
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1  which means that Skip would have been there and his

2  crew, which was usually a three or four number of

3  folks there; one taking notes, one supplying the

4  change order type stuff and that kind of information.

5  Gary, I believe, was there.  I would say Alan was

6  there.  Of course I was there.  I don't know from an

7  SCE&G perspective, because people came in and out.  A

8  lot of times Alan Torres would stay and a lot of

9  times he wouldn't, so it depended on his schedule,

10  too.  I think from this conversation, probably just

11  the commercial folks and us were there.

12      Q.   And during this August 26, 2015 monthly

13  meeting, who informed you that SCE&G's legal office

14  was handling an external review?

15      A.   Based on my recollection, that was Skip.

16      Q.   And what exactly did Skip say to you?

17      A.   He didn't really say much.  He just said

18  that the company was looking at getting some outside

19  folks to come in and look at the project, and so that

20  was an interest to us, you know, because getting a

21  new set of eyes would be -- or a different set of

22  eyes would be a good idea.

23      Q.   What prompted Mr. Smith to make this comment

24  to you?

25      A.   I have no idea.
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1      Q.   What was the context of the discussion when

2  he brought it up?

3      A.   I think, this is just my surmise, he wanted

4  to let us know, you know, there was something going

5  on.  Because we weren't anticipating anything, or at

6  least Gene Soult wasn't anticipating anything.  He

7  just stated it, they were looking at bringing

8  somebody.

9      Q.   You didn't ask him a question about that?

10      A.   I think Gary did, and I think Gary, based on

11  my recollection, Gary and him went back and forth in

12  some conversation there.  Since he said legal was

13  going to handle it, I didn't pay a lot of attention

14  to it, to be honest with you.  It meant to me that

15  they're probably not going to be on site if legal

16  comes, because legal doesn't normally come to the

17  site and do anything.

18      Q.   What do you recall Gary Jones asking

19  Mr. Smith about this issue of an external review

20  during the August 26, 2015 meeting?

21      A.   Well, whether it was this time or another

22  time, I know Gary asked a question because, you know,

23  Gary's background is, you know, providing that kind

24  of service.  And so he asked who was doing it.  And I

25  know that Skip asked a question, whether it was at
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1  that time or another time, who would you suggest.

2  And so him and Gary were having that conversation

3  about who he would suggest would do a good job coming

4  in and looking at it.  Of course one of them was his

5  company, so, you know, I listened to the

6  conversation, I didn't have any input.

7      Q.   Who did Gary Jones suggest to Mr. Smith

8  could do the external review?

9      A.   Can I speak for Gary -- you mean what I

10  heard?

11      Q.   If you recall, yeah.

12      A.   What I heard.  Sergeant & Lundy was one,

13  Bechtel was one, and Fluor was one.  He may have said

14  somebody else but I'm not sure.

15      Q.   Do you recall when this discussion occurred

16  that you're referring to now between Gary Jones and

17  Mr. Smith?

18      A.   I would like to say it occurred at this

19  time, but I don't know that it did.

20      Q.   Did Mr. Smith say anything else during this

21  August 26, 2015 meeting about legal handling an

22  external review of the project?

23                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the

24      question, form of the question.

25                     THE WITNESS:  Repeat the question
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1      one more time, make sure I got it.

2 BY MR. KEEL:

3      Q.   Sure.  During this August 26, 2015 meeting,

4  you have mentioned that Mr. Smith made a comment to

5  you that SCE&G's legal was looking at having an

6  external review done of the project, right?

7      A.   Correct.

8      Q.   Did Mr. Smith say anything else about having

9  any external review done during this August 26, 2015

10  meeting?

11      A.   Yeah.  I understood the question.  I'm

12  running it back through my brain.  I think what he

13  said next was he had to go downtown for a meeting.

14  That's what I remember.  And he left.  So it was in

15  the end of the day for us, in the meeting, anyway.

16      Q.   Did you respond to his comment in any way?

17      A.   About him going downtown?

18      Q.   About SCE&G's legal office handling an

19  external review of the project.

20      A.   No, I didn't respond.  I mean, he made that

21  statement and I just heard the statement.  I didn't

22  have any other response.

23      Q.   Did anybody present at the meeting have any

24  questions or responses to --

25      A.   Other than Gary, yeah.
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1      Q.   -- Mr. Smith's statement?

2      A.   Other than Gary, yeah, I don't know of one.

3      Q.   Other than Mr. Smith's comments and the

4  discussion you have mentioned between Mr. Jones and

5  Mr. Smith about who could conduct the review, was

6  anything else discussed that you recall during this

7  August 26, 2015 meeting about SCE&G's legal handling

8  an external review?

9      A.   Not that I remember.

10      Q.   Okay.  Then let's turn back to Exhibit 6 in

11  that same response.

12      A.   Turn back to what?

13      Q.   Exhibit 6 on the same page you're looking

14  at.

15      A.   Yeah, I haven't left it.

16      Q.   The next sentence down after the one we read

17  previously, it says, "On October 15th, 2015."

18      A.   Uh-huh, I got it.

19      Q.   -- "Mr. Soult attended a plan-of-the-day

20  session in which an unknown individual made comments

21  that indicated he had participated in an assessment

22  of the project.  As the individual finished his

23  statement, he and another unknown individual picked

24  up hats which were labeled with Bechtel.  This event

25  made Mr. Soult think that Bechtel may have conducted
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1  some type of review of the project."

2           Do you see that?

3      A.   I do.

4      Q.   Are those statements accurate?

5      A.   To the best of my knowledge, yes, sir.

6      Q.   So between August 26, 2015 and this

7  October 15, 2015 meeting, were you present or

8  involved in any discussions about Bechtel or an

9  external review of the project?

10      A.   No.

11      Q.   And this October 15, 2015 meeting, that was

12  a plan-of-the-day meeting, as it says here.

13      A.   It was, yes, sir.

14      Q.   Do you recall who was present for that

15  meeting?

16      A.   About 50 people in the room.  I mean the

17  normal people that show up for the plan-of-the-day

18  were in the room.

19      Q.   And tell me everything you recall about the

20  context of this conversation that an unknown

21  individual made a comment that indicated he had

22  participated in an assessment of the project.

23      A.   Okay.  Let me set the stage --

24      Q.   Great.

25      A.   -- for the plan-of-the-day.  When you
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1  normally -- an outsider, ORS is an outsider, come to

2  the plan-of-the-day, you sit against the wall, and

3  you stay quiet and listen, because a lot of activity

4  that goes on throughout that whole hour, hour and 15

5  minutes, that they're doing it.  There's lots of

6  people talking.  Normally, nothing said that doesn't

7  relate to what's happening on that day, the

8  plan-of-the-day.

9           So this gentleman stood up at the end of the

10  plan-of-the-day and made a statement, which was --

11  nobody, the time I spent in the plan-of-the-day, ever

12  did that.  And the statement, you know, was about

13  thanking them for the time that he was on the site

14  and helping them do what they did, which I am not

15  sure what it was.  I just listened to what he had to

16  say.  And at the end of that, he bent down and picked

17  up a Bechtel hardhat.  I'm the one that said that.

18  He put the hardhat on.  And there was a fellow

19  sitting next to him who never said anything.  And

20  they left.  That was the end of the plan-of-the-day,

21  so we left.

22      Q.   The man who stood up and made this comment,

23  had you ever seen him before?

24      A.   You know, I don't know that.  I might have

25  seen him, but I didn't have any inter-reaction -- is
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1  that the right word -- inter-reaction with him.  And

2  I don't remember seeing him after that, that I know

3  of, but --

4      Q.   So the comment was made after the -- at the

5  end of the meeting after this was about to conclude;

6  is that right?

7      A.   Right.

8      Q.   And, unprompted, this man --

9      A.   Correct.

10      Q.   -- just stood up?

11      A.   Well, I don't think anybody prompted him.

12  From my perspective, you know, everybody leaves at

13  the end of the POD.  So he timed it just in time to

14  be able to talk to everybody before they walked out

15  the door.

16      Q.   And can you tell me precisely what you

17  recall this man saying during this plan-of-the-day

18  meeting in October 2015?

19      A.   Precisely, I can tell you what I recollect,

20  what I think I remember.  One, the thanking, which I

21  thought was very appropriate.  The second thing that

22  he said was that he talked a little bit about the

23  craft, and he said, you know, he felt sorry for the

24  craft, he said he felt sorry for the fact that they

25  had to go out, put it up, take it down.  You know,
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1  that's a very odd statement, you know, just out of

2  the clear blue.

3           And he said something else about

4  productivity.  He said, you know, a half percent

5  productivity is not going to get us there and you

6  need 2 percent to be able to -- at least 2 percent to

7  get where you say you want to go.

8           And then he had one more comment, I'm trying

9  to remember what it was.  Productivity.  Slips my

10  mind right now, but there was one other comment he

11  made.  I want to say it may have been about -- it

12  wasn't procedures.  Oh, engineering.  I think he made

13  a comment about engineering, about the work package

14  type stuff.  There wasn't enough or you needed a more

15  concise package.  It's probably not that but I can't

16  remember off the top of my head now.  There was a

17  fourth thing that I had noted at the time.

18           So based on that, you know, I left the

19  meeting, jotted down a few of those notes and went

20  back to my office.

21      Q.   Do you recall anything else that this

22  individual said during this October 2015 meeting?

23                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

24      of the question.

25                     THE WITNESS:  Pardon?  Oh, you
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1      asked me that once.  I have said all that I can

2      remember, to be honest with you.

3 BY MR. KEEL:

4      Q.   And that's all I'm asking.

5      A.   Yes.  There is probably something else out

6  there but I haven't gotten it -- gurged it back up.

7  If I think about it before the end of the day, I'll

8  come back to it.

9      Q.   And did anybody present respond --

10      A.   No.

11      Q.   -- to this individual's comments at all?

12      A.   No.

13      Q.   Did anybody ask a question?

14      A.   There was silence in the room.

15      Q.   But you gathered from the comments that he

16  made that he had participated in an assessment to the

17  project as of October 15th --

18                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

19      of the question.

20 BY MR. KEEL:

21      Q.   -- 2015?

22                     MR. BATEMAN:  I'm sorry.

23                     THE WITNESS:  What I gathered is

24      that, one, he was on site; two, he had done

25      something on site; and he was from Bechtel.  Now,
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1      that's what I gathered, because I didn't know any

2      more than that.

3 BY MR. KEEL:

4      Q.   But this response down here, this sentence

5  says, "The individual made comments that indicated he

6  had participated in an assessment of the project."

7           You agree with that, right?

8      A.   Right.  I may have used that word,

9  "assessment."  I mean, you know, you go out and look

10  at something, you assess it.  It's not a technical

11  word for me, it's a placement word.

12      Q.   Did the individual use the word assessment?

13      A.   Oh, yeah.  So you got all these things here.

14  Don't know -- no, let me see where you're at.  I must

15  have to back up a little bit here.

16           Yeah, that's it.  I thought maybe you had

17  written down something that I missed, but I don't see

18  anything.

19      Q.   Now, this discussion that we have just had

20  about what you recall this individual saying, did you

21  relay that information when this response to these

22  answers were being put together?

23      A.   Related to --

24      Q.   Whoever was drafting these answers.

25      A.   Yeah, they would have probably had them.  I
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1  just don't have the memory of it.

2      Q.   How did you recall the specific date of this

3  meeting that's October 15, 2015?

4      A.   I took notes usually when I went -- there

5  were two things that I did when I went to the

6  plan-of-the-day.  Plan-of-the-day package is 100

7  pages; you're going to go through 100 pages in 45

8  minutes.  So I always had the package with me, and I

9  would either make notes on the package or I would

10  make notes on a notebook.  In this particular case, I

11  probably just scratched them on the package, which

12  was a confidential package which we kept in the

13  trailers.

14      Q.   Do you have those notes today?

15      A.   I do not.

16      Q.   Do you know what you did with those notes?

17      A.   Probably still in the trailer.

18      Q.   Did you rely on those notes, refer to those

19  notes, when you were provided --

20      A.   I did.

21      Q.   -- this information?

22      A.   Well, when I first responded to Bechtel,

23  yeah.  And I have some notes in my office.  What that

24  fourth piece is, I just can't remember off the top of

25  my head.
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1      Q.   Okay.

2      A.   I'm going to think about it.  In a minute,

3  I'll probably get back to it.

4      Q.   And what I am saying is, when you were

5  providing information to -- for purposes of

6  responding to these Interrogatories, did you refer to

7  these notes of yours about these particular meetings?

8      A.   I would say yes.

9      Q.   And what have you done with those notes

10  between that time and today?

11      A.   They're in my office.  You know, I

12  have got -- well, actually, I think legal may have

13  some of those notes.

14      Q.   And that's what I was going to ask you.  If

15  you had access to those notes for this meeting, could

16  you provide those to your counsel?

17      A.   Sure, we can get them.

18      Q.   And we'll follow up with a request for

19  those.

20      A.   Yeah.  Is there something I need --

21                     MR. BATEMAN:  He is going to

22      follow up.

23                     MR. KEEL:  Well, I will request

24      them now, that you produce those notes if he

25      provides those to you.  If I have to follow up
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1      with a formal request, I will do that as well.

2                     MR. BATEMAN:  Okay.

3 BY MR. KEEL:

4      Q.   All right.  Was Mr. Jones present at this

5  plan-of-the-day meeting?

6      A.   No.

7      Q.   Turning to page ten to the exhibit that we

8  were just looking at.

9      A.   Yeah.  That's where I was, yeah.

10      Q.   The next sentence following the ones we just

11  read about, the October 15th meeting, says, "Mr.

12  Soult mentioned the statement at the POD session to

13  ORS staff, which led Mr. Jones to make the following

14  entry on the agenda for the October 27th, 2015,

15  ORS/NND meeting:  'Discuss the status of the Bechtel

16  assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far,'

17  and to request a copy of the written report from the

18  assessment."

19           Do you see that?

20      A.   I do.

21      Q.   And did you have any discussions with anyone

22  between October 15th, 2015 and October 27, 2015 about

23  that Bechtel?

24      A.   Allyn Powell, our supervisor, so we talked

25  about that.  We talked about what I saw and what I
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1  heard; that's why we decided to -- Gary came, we sat

2  down, talked about what to do.

3      Q.   When did you speak with Ms. Powell about

4  that?

5      A.   You know, within probably a day or two.

6      Q.   And what did you tell Ms. Powell?

7      A.   Just what I said.  I saw the Bechtel guy

8  stand up, say a few words, it was surprising to me,

9  it was surprising to everybody in that room, and that

10  was the end of it.

11      Q.   What was Ms. Powell's reaction?

12      A.   Okay, we'll talk about it.  When Gary comes

13  in, we can get it.  And we had a meeting coming up in

14  October, and we were preparing our agenda for

15  October, and so I think Gary is the one that coined

16  that:  Let's just ask the top ten.  Sounded like a

17  good idea to me.

18      Q.   So did you have any other discussions

19  between October 15th and October 27th of 2015 about

20  Bechtel, other than relaying what you heard to

21  Ms. Powell?

22      A.   Not to my recollection.

23      Q.   And the statement that we just read on page

24  ten, is that an accurate statement?

25      A.   Which one are we referring to now?
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1      Q.   The first sentence we read there, the first

2  full paragraph, "Mr. Soult mentioned."

3      A.   Plan-of-the-day session to ORS?

4      Q.   Yes.

5      A.   I think that's accurate.

6      Q.   So then you had a meeting on October 27th,

7  2015, involving you, Mr. Jones and Ms. Powell; is

8  that right?

9      A.   That would be correct.  We are the ones that

10  normally get together and do our part of the agenda

11  and then we give it to the company to do their part.

12      Q.   And the purpose is preparing the agenda for

13  the next monthly meeting with SCE&G?

14      A.   Correct.

15      Q.   And you relayed to Mr. Jones what you had

16  heard at that plan-of-the-day meeting?

17      A.   I did.

18      Q.   And what was Mr. Jones' reaction to that?

19      A.   His reaction was the question.

20      Q.   What do you mean by that?

21      A.   His reaction was, well, let's just ask the

22  question, what are they doing.  That sounded like a

23  good idea.

24      Q.   Was there any further discussion during that

25  October 27th, 2015 meeting about Bechtel?
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1      A.   The 15 -- in the 27th meeting, you're

2  talking about, October 27?

3      Q.   I apologize.  Before we get to the

4  October 27th meeting, that meeting that you just

5  discussed with Ms. Powell and Mr. Jones, was there

6  any further discussion about Bechtel then?

7      A.   No, not that I know.  I mean, I didn't bring

8  up anything.  I didn't know anything else.

9      Q.   So you added this item to the agenda for the

10  next monthly meeting, and then tell us what occurred.

11  What was discussed on that October 27th, 2015 monthly

12  meeting about Bechtel?

13      A.   And that's all that I -- did you move to the

14  27th?

15      Q.   Yes.

16      A.   Okay.  All right.  Restate your question

17  again, sir.

18      Q.   Yes.  So what was discussed on this

19  October 27th, 2015 monthly meeting about Bechtel?

20      A.   The statement -- we asked the questions and

21  it was asked in writing and was on the commercial

22  section, we got the commercial section.  Skip -- I

23  think it was Skip -- basically said, we don't know

24  anything yet, or it wasn't completed, or something

25  like that.
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1           So I was putting the dots together, you

2  know, from what I heard in August to October, you

3  know, well, they talked about being -- somebody

4  coming and looking, and I see these guys, so that

5  must be, that must be the people.

6      Q.   Okay.

7      A.   That's all we knew, to be honest with you.

8  That's all I knew.

9      Q.   So turning back to page ten.

10      A.   Ten?  I'm on ten.

11      Q.   The next two sentences read, referring to

12  that October 27, 2015 meeting, "Mr. Smith advised

13  Mr. Jones that Bechtel had performed a high-level

14  overview, had only discussed the review with senior

15  executives, and that he was not aware of the scope or

16  the results of Bechtel's assessment and would

17  probably not become privy to that information.

18  Mr. Smith also stated that there were no written

19  reports and that none were planned."

20           Do you see that?

21      A.   I do.

22      Q.   Do you recall Mr. Smith making those

23  statements?

24      A.   Yeah, I would say I didn't pay much

25  attention to it, but --
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1      Q.   Do you have a specific recllection of him

2  actually saying these things?

3      A.   Not really.  My memory is based on usually

4  what I write down.  So if I didn't take a note on it,

5  I probably wouldn't -- if it was really important.

6  So it just depends on what I determine I need to

7  write down so I can remember.

8      Q.   Okay.

9      A.   At the time, I mean, we were just talking

10  about it.

11      Q.   Do you have your notes from this October 27,

12  2015 monthly meeting?

13      A.   I probably do.

14      Q.   If you do, could you please provide those to

15  your counsel?

16      A.   Sure.

17      Q.   And we'll request production of that.

18           Was there any further discussion on this

19  October 27, 2015 monthly meeting that you recall

20  about Bechtel?

21      A.   No, sir.

22      Q.   When was the next time that you were present

23  for or involved in any discussion regarding Bechtel

24  related to the project?

25      A.   See, I think the next monthly meeting.
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1  Yeah, I think I see the November date down there, I

2  think, is probably when we had the next monthly

3  meeting, we brought it up again.  It wasn't on the

4  agenda but we just brought it up to get an update,

5  which is oftentimes what we do.

6      Q.   So you recall that after the October 27th

7  meeting, you removed the top ten Bechtel items from

8  the agenda for the November meeting, right?

9                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

10                     THE WITNESS:  Let me tell you what

11      we do with the agenda, if that would help us.  We

12      start over with the agenda every month, and we

13      would go down through and find out which is an

14      item we need to follow up on, which one we don't.

15      If we didn't need to follow up on it, maybe we'd

16      leave it.  If we got enough information, we would

17      maybe take it off, say, well, we'll see what

18      happens.  So there is no concise way of whether

19      we took it off or left it on.  I may have been

20      the one that took it off.  I don't know.

21 BY MR. KEEL:

22      Q.   But whatever the -- you decided not to have

23  that item again for the November 2015 meeting, right?

24      A.   Right, we did.

25      Q.   And you decided that you didn't need any
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1  further information about Bechtel, and that's why you

2  removed it from the meeting agenda?

3      A.   I don't think we decided that.

4                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to form.

5                     THE WITNESS:  I think we just --

6      again, process.  You've got a process you go down

7      through, you have so many pages, so many

8      questions, and you just deleted it, took it off.

9      I may have been the one who did that, to be

10      honest with you, because that's how we prepared

11      the agenda.  Something else might have been, you

12      know, burning important to us at that point.

13 BY MR. KEEL:

14      Q.   But if you felt that learning about the

15  Bechtel assessment was a burning or important issue

16  at that point, you would have left it on the agenda;

17  is that fair?

18      A.   I can't speak to what I would have done.

19  Now, I would say that would be fair.  But I can't say

20  that -- you know, at the amount of information we had

21  at this point, in my mind, you know, this was an

22  incidental thing.  We didn't know what happened, you

23  know, other than somebody showed up on site, made

24  some comments.  We're waiting on them to give us back

25  the information.
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1           So the top ten, that question was out there.

2  Usually they keep the questions open in their own

3  stuff, whether it's on the agenda or not.  That's why

4  we go back and ask, hey, did you hear anything more?

5  It was a general statement like that.

6      Q.   But at the October 2015 meeting, it wasn't

7  left with SCE&G to come back to you; you weren't

8  expecting them to come back to you with information

9  based on the discussion you had, right?

10      A.   At the October 15th?

11      Q.   The October 27, 2015 meeting.

12      A.   Yeah, the October 27th, we did expect them

13  to come back and provide what we asked for.  That's

14  usually what they do.

15      Q.   So you put this item on the agenda for the

16  October meeting.  There was a discussion, and then

17  you took it off for the November 2015?

18      A.   It got taken off, correct.

19      Q.   And as a matter of process, if there was

20  something that you wanted to discuss that you thought

21  was important for the monthly meeting, you would put

22  it on the agenda, right?  That's what you typically

23  would do?

24      A.   Usually new items did.  Repetitive items

25  were usually carried by the, whatever group we were
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1  dealing with, and they would follow up on those

2  repetitive items, in general.  If not, our agenda

3  would have been huge to be a follow-up to carry-all.

4                (Exhibit No. 7 was marked for

5                identification.)

6      Q.   So I am showing you what's been marked as

7  Exhibit Number 7 to your deposition.  Do you

8  recognize this, Mr. Soult?

9      A.   I do.

10      Q.   And what do you recognize this to be?

11      A.   The agenda that we used on October the 27th

12  and 28th for our meeting with the company.

13      Q.   And if you turn to page five of the agenda,

14  you will see under the category

15  "Financial/Commercial."

16      A.   Right.

17      Q.   There is a d, "Discuss status of the Bechtel

18  assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far."

19           Do you see that?

20      A.   I think that's a Gary question.

21      Q.   And that was the question that you talked

22  about was added by Gary Jones after this meeting with

23  you and Ms. Powell in October 2015?

24                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

25      of the question.
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1                     THE WITNESS:  I believe that was

2      correct.

3 BY MR. KEEL:

4      Q.   And then if you turn to page two.

5      A.   Page two?  Okay.  I'm there.

6      Q.   Now, you will see there is a couple of

7  examples here, for instance, under b, i.

8      A.   Uh-huh.

9      Q.   Under that topic in paren at the end, it

10  says, "Repeat from the September meeting."  And then

11  at the bottom under "Shield Buildings," it's got an

12  issue and it says, again, in parens, "Repeat from

13  previous meetings."

14           Do you see that?

15                     MR. BATEMAN:  I'm sorry, Brandon,

16      where are you?

17                     MR. KEEL:  B, i and j, i.

18                     MR. BATEMAN:  J,i.

19                     THE WITNESS:  J, i.  And that was

20      our standard operation whenever we were looking

21      for specific information because we had an open

22      item that we were dealing with.

23 BY MR. KEEL:

24      Q.   So the standard operation in preparing these

25  monthly agenda meetings was, when you had an open
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1  item from a prior meeting, you left it on the agenda

2  and included in these -- in parenthesis to indicate

3  it was a repeat from the previous meeting, right?

4      A.   Our standard operation was, if we did not

5  get the answer to the question we asked previously,

6  then we would more than likely use that statement as

7  a repetitive statement, we would put it in there and

8  say, in the case of October 27th, that was the first

9  time we asked that question, and we were looking for

10  the top ten coming back.

11           So we're waiting.  We don't need to put it

12  on the agenda again.  It's an item they take down,

13  they follow that up to the end.  And if they don't,

14  you know, we may come back and prompt them like we

15  did in the November 2015 meeting.

16      Q.   But you didn't get an answer to that

17  question in the October monthly meeting, right?  You

18  didn't get the top ten from the Bechtel assessment,

19  right?

20      A.   We didn't expect to get it because they

21  didn't have any information.  So that was the

22  beginning of the question.

23      Q.   So it remained an open item going forward,

24  right?

25      A.   It was an open item for commercial.  They
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1  had the item.  Whether it stays on our agenda or not,

2  they had the item.  And it's their response.  This is

3  the way history has been is their responsibility to

4  follow up on that item.

5      Q.   But rather than list it again for the

6  November meeting and say, this is a repeat, we're

7  still interested in this, you removed it from the

8  November agenda, right?

9      A.   Well, typically, to be quite honest with

10  you, what would have come back would have been the

11  answer to the question.  That's what we normally got

12  the following month.  Or a reason why.  We got

13  nothing.  So if you got nothing, then you have to

14  say, well, what happened to our ten, top ten

15  questions with the Bechtel report.

16      Q.   Fair enough.  But my question is simply:

17  Rather than listing what are the top ten issues from

18  the Bechtel assessment in the November agenda and

19  indicating this is still an open item, we haven't

20  received an answer, you removed it from the agenda

21  for the November 2015 meeting, correct?

22      A.   It was gone.  I don't know whether I removed

23  it or somebody else removed it.  You know, this is a

24  shared agenda item, by the way.  The company could

25  have removed it, as far as I know.  In fact, you guys
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1  provide us the agenda.

2      Q.   But you mentioned earlier that you believed

3  you removed it from the agenda.

4      A.   I said I didn't know.  I still don't know.

5  I don't know who took it out.

6      Q.   Well, if you wanted to add it to the

7  November 2015 agenda --

8      A.   I could have done that.

9      Q.   -- you could have done that?

10      A.   I could have done that, yeah.  No doubt I

11  could have done that.

12      Q.   Could have said that this is a repeat, we

13  would still like to know the answer to this?

14      A.   But that would not be typical.  Typical is

15  if we give them a question -- I mean this is a pretty

16  good point.  If we gave -- didn't matter whether it

17  was commercial, scheduling.  If we gave them a

18  question, they treated it as a formal question and

19  they provided an answer back.  And it may have taken

20  a month to provide an answer back.  But normally we

21  got an update, you know, while we're still working on

22  it.  They always worked their way through that.

23      Q.   If that was the case, why is it also typical

24  practice to leave open items on the agenda and

25  indicate on there, this is a repeat from the prior
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1  meeting?

2      A.   Because some of them are changing but

3  they're not changing enough.  I mean, we don't have a

4  procedure, but that's just the process that we

5  adopted over the years.

6      Q.   Let's turn that November 2015.  You can set

7  that aside, sir.

8      A.   Back to this one?

9      Q.   No, you don't need that.

10           I think you mentioned earlier that the next

11  time you recall being present for any of the

12  discussions relating to Bechtel was in the next

13  monthly meeting, November 2015; is that right?

14      A.   Yeah.  I think there was a -- I don't think

15  I brought that up in the meeting, but I think it came

16  up in the meeting.  And it may have been Gary that

17  made mention of it.

18      Q.   Do you have a specific recollection of

19  Bechtel coming up in the November 2015 meeting?

20      A.   No.  What date was that again, sir?

21      Q.   In the next --

22      A.   November, the November 2015 meeting, yes, I

23  do.

24      Q.   And what do you recall being discussed at

25  the November 2015 meeting about Bechtel?
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1      A.   I remember that we didn't know anything.

2  That came from the commercial people, we didn't know

3  anything.  Which, you know, when it was developed in

4  the legal area for me, you can give me that response,

5  I would say that's probably true.  Legal didn't say

6  anything.  So we, you know, we asked can you find

7  out, and that's the way we left it open.

8      Q.   And who asked?

9      A.   Gary.  I'm pretty sure Gary asked the

10  question.

11      Q.   And who did he ask that question to?

12      A.   It would either have been Skip or -- I am

13  not sure if Skip was there, that's why I can't say

14  that.  Either Skip or Shirley.

15      Q.   And do you actually recall Gary Jones asking

16  Skip or Shirley, in November of 2015, to follow up

17  with information about the Bechtel assessment?

18      A.   I do recall him asking the question.  I

19  can't tell you who he asked to follow up.  And he may

20  not have stated a name.

21      Q.   Was there any further discussion during the

22  November 2015 meeting about Bechtel?

23      A.   Not that I remember.

24      Q.   What was the response that was given to Gary

25  Jones about -- from his question about following up
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1  on the Bechtel assessment?

2      A.   I think they just re-watched them write it

3  down.  I don't think there was words provided back,

4  to be honest with you.

5      Q.   And who did you watch write it down?

6      A.   It probably would have been Shirley; she

7  took all the notes.  Skip may have wrote it down.  To

8  be honest with you, I don't know.

9      Q.   After this November 2015 monthly meeting,

10  when was the next time you were present for any

11  discussion or communication about Bechtel?

12      A.   You know, I don't remember a specific time

13  but I do remember Bechtel coming up in another one of

14  the meetings, and the conversation, I think, was Gary

15  and Alan Torres.  And in that conversation, Gary was

16  asking Alan more details, I think, from the Bechtel

17  side or something.  And Alan was trying to explain,

18  you know, he didn't think much about it.

19           And so I asked Alan a question, I said,

20  well, so what are you guys doing with it?  He said,

21  well, it's not ours; it belongs to Santee Cooper.

22  And when he said that, I said, well, Jeesh, so much

23  for that report, we're not going to get that, we have

24  no control over Santee Cooper.  After that, there was

25  no more Bechtel thoughts in my brain.
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1      Q.   Do you recall roughly when this conversation

2  occurred with Alan Torres and Gary Jones?

3      A.   I think it was after the November meeting.

4  Whether it was -- the December meeting went real

5  short after that, so it was sometime in the near

6  term, distant future, if you will, because it was

7  after November and we went into Christmas.  So I do

8  not remember that.  It may have even been on the bus

9  the next time we were riding down to do the

10  discussion.

11      Q.   And who was present for this conversation

12  involving Gary Jones and Alan Torres about Bechtel

13  sometime after November 2015?

14      A.   I am going to suppose that Allyn was there,

15  but I don't really know, Allyn Powell.  Of course

16  Torres was there because he was talking to Torres.

17      Q.   Was anybody present that you recall?

18      A.   I don't -- if it was during a meeting, it

19  would have been the cadre of people we normally had

20  there, so I don't know.

21      Q.   Do you recall whether this was part of a

22  regular meeting?

23      A.   I think it was probably part of the monthly

24  meeting that we were doing.  But where it was

25  located -- we met in several different places doing
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1  different things, so it's hard to tell.

2      Q.   And what exactly do you recall Gary asking

3  Alan Torres during that meeting?

4      A.   I don't know.  Let's see.  I think he just

5  asked him about the status, to be honest with you.  I

6  don't remember any key things that he was driving

7  for.  You know, Gary probably could answer that

8  question better than me.

9      Q.   And what do you recall Mr. Torres saying

10  about Bechtel?

11      A.   Well, as I said earlier, sir, Gary and Alan

12  was having a conversation.  I'm over here doing my

13  own thing.  And when Alan spoke up that it wasn't

14  his -- he didn't say who it was, it perked me, wait a

15  minute, it's not yours, then, you know, whose is it?

16  And I believe I asked Alan that question, I'm certain

17  I did, and Alan said, you know, it's not ours, it's

18  Santee Cooper's.

19           So again, I go back to my point, you know,

20  we do not regulate Santee Cooper, and we don't really

21  talk to Santee Cooper; so if it's their report, we're

22  not going to get it.  That's really where I was at.

23      Q.   Did you ask Mr. Torres what the findings of

24  the report were?

25      A.   I did not.
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1      Q.   Did Mr. Jones ask Mr. Torres what the

2  findings of the report were?

3      A.   I can't remember what Gary was asking him

4  specifically.  That's why I just said, I don't know

5  what those things were.  I know he was probably

6  trying to go further down the road of what's coming

7  out of it.  I don't know.

8      Q.   Do you recall any further discussion about

9  Bechtel from this meeting with Mr. Jones and

10  Mr. Torres?

11      A.   After that time?

12      Q.   At that initial -- at that meeting.

13      A.   No.

14      Q.   Do you recall any further discussion that

15  you were present for or involved with Bechtel prior

16  to abandonment of project?

17      A.   Not that I remember.

18      Q.   And you -- as we already discussed, you knew

19  that in 2016, SCE&G submitted a new petition to the

20  PSC requesting approval for revised cost and updated

21  schedule, right?

22      A.   Yes, sir.

23      Q.   And you never informed the PSC that you

24  believed Bechtel had conducted an independent

25  assessment of the project, right?
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1      A.   I mean, I wouldn't have known that.  All I

2  know is that, you know, that they did something.  We

3  never saw anything.  I mean, what do you tell people

4  if you don't know anything.

5      Q.   As of October 2015, you had an indication

6  that Bechtel had conducted an assessment on the

7  project, right?

8      A.   I had an indication they were on site, sir.

9      Q.   Well, we just went through the Interrogatory

10  response that says the comments you were present for

11  indicated to you that Bechtel had conducted an

12  assessment of the project.

13      A.   And I used the word "assessment" as being

14  they were on site, they were looking at something.  I

15  don't know what the assessment was, never saw

16  anything about it.  So what I'm trying to say to you

17  is, that's all I know.

18           And I would never have gone forward to --

19  you know, I went to my superiors.  That's all my

20  responsibility is.  You know, you could -- maybe

21  somebody else was supposed to pick it up beyond that,

22  but I didn't know any more than that.

23      Q.   But you knew that, from what you have

24  already testified to, during this meeting in October,

25  the guy with the Bechtel hat stands up and he makes
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1  comments about productivity on the project and work

2  papers on the project and engineering on the project,

3  right?

4      A.   Yeah.  It was productivity -- I never got to

5  that fourth one yet, I'm still trying to get it back

6  in my brain matter.  It was about thanking them, it

7  was about putting things up and down, and, yeah, one

8  more thing I can't remember off the top of my head

9  though.

10      Q.   And --

11      A.   I don't know why I can't get it back out.  I

12  apologize.

13      Q.   All right.  So you had those comments you

14  were present for --

15      A.   I did.

16      Q.   -- the Bechtel guy about productivity on the

17  project.  You had an indication as of October 2015,

18  at least by October 2015, that Bechtel had conducted

19  some sort of assessment on the project; is that fair?

20      A.   They had been on site.  That's as much as I

21  really knew.

22      Q.   And were making some comments about

23  productivity of the project, right?

24      A.   They did.

25      Q.   And you never went to the PSC and you said,
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1  hold on, we believe Bechtel conducted some sort of

2  assessment on this project, and we need to find out

3  what it was?

4      A.   Can I --

5      Q.   Just answer that question first.

6      A.   Okay.  No.

7      Q.   Okay.

8      A.   No, I did not.

9      Q.   And you never went to your supervisors at

10  ORS and said, we have to find out what the Bechtel

11  assessment was before we sign this settlement

12  agreement in 2016 supporting approval of the revised

13  schedule and revised cost, right?

14      A.   No, I didn't do that.

15      Q.   And you did not believe that you needed to

16  know what the Bechtel assessment was?

17      A.   I don't agree to that.

18      Q.   Hold on.  Let me just finish my question.

19      A.   Oh, sorry.

20      Q.   As of that time, you didn't believe you

21  needed to know that information prior to supporting

22  the settlement for the 2016 petition, right?

23      A.   From a Gene Soult perspective, that was not

24  material stuff that I could evaluate.  I had it, I

25  didn't have it, so I have no idea.
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1      Q.   And if you wanted to demand a copy of the

2  report, you knew how to submit a request for

3  information to ask SCE&G for that, right?

4      A.   Well, yes, I did know how to do that.

5      Q.   And we've gone through you regularly

6  submitted requests in 2015 and 2016 to give me this

7  information and that information so I could evaluate

8  the petition, right?

9      A.   And when the general manager of construction

10  said it was not their report, there's no way I would

11  demand a report from somebody that doesn't -- that we

12  don't manage, that we don't -- well, not manage, not

13  the right term, but we did not interface with.  If it

14  belonged to somebody else, how would I get the

15  report?

16      Q.   But you knew that SCE&G was the 55 percent

17  owner of the project, right?

18      A.   I did.

19      Q.   And Santee Cooper was its partner,

20  45 percent partner in the project, right?

21      A.   I did.

22      Q.   If you wanted to submit a request to SCE&G

23  demanding a copy of the Bechtel assessment or

24  whatever report may have existed, you knew how to do

25  that, right?
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1      A.   From an SCE&G perspective?

2      Q.   Yes.

3      A.   Yes, we did know.

4      Q.   And you never did submit a request to SCE&G

5  saying, provide us a copy of whatever report or

6  assessment Bechtel provided, correct?

7      A.   Correct.  However, could I add to that?

8  Because I had explained to you earlier, process, how

9  we do business.  We take -- we monitor and report out

10  of your quarterly report.  And so unless that

11  information is in your quarterly report, we do not

12  normally capitalize on that and move it to something

13  else.  You know, we don't have the information.

14           So if you would have had the Bechtel in the

15  quarterly reports, let's say the 2016 quarterly

16  report, first quarterly report, we have been asking

17  for the report, we would have been detailing what was

18  in that report, and we would have provided that, if

19  it fit, to the Public Service Commisison, or we would

20  have demanded it, but we didn't have that.  So that

21  was our process.  I mean, you could do a lot of

22  things, but when you have a process you follow,

23  that's what you do.

24      Q.   But you understood, under the BLRA, that the

25  ORS's responsibilities were not limited to auditing

134

1  the quarterly reports, right?

2      A.   In general, what we did --

3      Q.   Just answer that question first.  Under the

4  BLRA, the ORS had responsibility for monitoring and

5  auditing the quarterly reports on the project, right?

6                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

7                     THE WITNESS:  We did.  Sorry.

8 BY MR. KEEL:

9      Q.   And the ORS was also authorized to demand

10  information from SCE&G regarding the project under

11  the BLRA, right?  Separate from the quarterly

12  reports.

13      A.   We could ask for information.

14      Q.   And that's what --

15      A.   Regardless of the quarterly report.

16      Q.   Correct.  And that's what you did.  We

17  already went through 2015.  You talked about 2016

18  when they submitted those petitions, you asked for

19  information, not from the quarterly report but

20  otherwise about the project, right?

21      A.   And following up on that process, as you

22  have just described it, if it was information coming

23  from the site, it would have came in on our agenda as

24  we put it, asked for the information, asked for the

25  report, and we would have received that, and we would
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1  have then processed that.  But the process from the

2  time that it was identified and we asked the

3  question, it was derailed, to be honest with you.

4  When it becomes somebody else's report, you know, the

5  ownership is an important piece.

6      Q.   Okay.  In October 2015 -- go ahead, you can

7  finish.

8      A.   From Gene Soult's perspective, that's the

9  way the brain thought.

10      Q.   In October 2015, you put a question on the

11  agenda for the monthly meeting, what were the top ten

12  findings from the Bechtel assessment, right?

13      A.   Correct.

14      Q.   You never received those top ten findings

15  from the Bechtel assessment, right?

16      A.   We did not.  Not that I know of, anyway.

17      Q.   You removed that item from the agenda for

18  the November 2015 meeting, right?

19                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

20                     THE WITNESS:  It was removed.  I

21      can't say I removed it.

22 BY MR. KEEL:

23      Q.   It was removed from the agenda for the

24  November 2015 meeting, right?

25      A.   It wasn't on there, yes, sir.

136

1      Q.   And you never submitted another request to

2  SCE&G asking for the Bechtel assessment or the

3  findings from the Bechtel assessment or any reports

4  generated by Bechtel?

5      A.   As we have stated earlier, we had verbal

6  conversations about it after that, follow-up on it.

7  As far as I think we're concerned, the verbal is just

8  as good as writing it down.

9      Q.   But when you're evaluating the 2015 petition

10  and the 2016 petition filed or updated schedules and

11  costs, you didn't rely just on verbal requests for

12  information, did you?

13      A.   I'm sorry, repeat that?

14      Q.   Yeah.  When you were trying to evaluate

15  SCE&G's 2015 petition for updated costs and

16  schedules, and SCE&G's 2016 petition for updated

17  costs and schedules, you didn't just rely on oral

18  requests for information; you submitted written

19  requests for specific pieces of information that you

20  deemed relevant, right?

21      A.   We did, if we didn't have enough orally

22  that -- you know, there was a lot of stuff that was

23  communicated that we had and we were confident we had

24  it and we would go forward with it.

25      Q.   And you were confident in 2016 that you had
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1  enough information to support the ORS entering into a

2  settlement agreement recommending that the PSC

3  approve the revised schedule and updated cost, right?

4      A.   Gene Soult was.

5      Q.   Yes.

6      A.   Yes.  We had what we -- we had what we had

7  to make the settlement.

8      Q.   You believed --

9      A.   And that was --

10      Q.   -- that you had sufficient information to

11  make a determination as to whether to enter into that

12  settlement?

13      A.   I think we -- well, Gene Soult believed we

14  had what the company gave us, and we reviewed what

15  the company gave us, and it was all that we had.  I

16  mean, you can't review something you didn't get.

17      Q.   Sure.  But my question is a little

18  different.

19      A.   Okay.

20      Q.   You believed that you had sufficient

21  information to make a determination as to whether ORS

22  should recommend to the PSC to approve the 2016

23  request for updated schedule and cost, correct?

24      A.   Based on the information we had, correct.

25                     MR. KEEL:  Take a short break and
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1      then I will wrap up.

2                     THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  Off the record

3      at 12:07 p.m.

4                (A recess was taken.)

5                     THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  On the record

6      at 12:24 p.m.

7 BY MR. KEEL:

8      Q.   Mr. Soult, I just have a handful of more

9  questions for you and then we'll wrap up.

10      A.   Sir, could I back us up to my four comments

11  that I couldn't get to?

12      Q.   Oh, sure.

13      A.   I borrowed a piece of paper because I

14  remember by how I write things down normally.

15           So the first one was a thank-you, and I

16  think I mentioned that one.  The other one was a half

17  percent, the 2 percent productivity and production,

18  basically.  And then the one I couldn't remember was

19  modules, supposed to be -- supposed to make it

20  simpler or more complex.  That was the question I

21  could not remember.

22      Q.   Okay.  And can we mark this as Exhibit 8?

23      A.   If you can read my -- and then feel sorry I

24  had already talked to you about that one.  I feel

25  sorry to take it up, put it down, take it up, put it
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1  down.  Those were the four comments that I --

2                     MR. BATEMAN:  Can I see those real

3      quick, Gene?

4                     THE WITNESS:  Sure.

5                (Exhibit No. 8 was marked for

6                identification.)

7 BY MR. KEEL:

8      Q.   So Exhibit 8 to your deposition, Mr. Soult,

9  just to summarize, these are what you recall the four

10  comments that were made by the individual who stood

11  up in the October 2015 plan-of-the-day meeting that

12  then put on a Bechtel hat; is that correct?

13      A.   That is correct, sir.

14      Q.   Okay.  And one of them was thank you, one of

15  them was a comment about productivity from .5 percent

16  to 2 percent; is that right?

17      A.   He said half percent is what I remember, but

18  that's the same thing.

19      Q.   Okay.  One of them was that modules were

20  supposed to be -- make it easier but turned out to be

21  more complex; is that right?

22      A.   Correct.

23      Q.   And then the final one was something about

24  feeling sorry for taking it up and taking it down?

25      A.   Yeah, and that was responding to what they
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1  were doing out in the plant that he saw; they were

2  putting something up and they were taking it back

3  down.  And, you know, there is another productivity

4  issue; you put it up once, you know, hopefully don't

5  have to take it down.

6      Q.   He was referring to some specific issue that

7  was happening on the plant at the time where they had

8  to -- they had put something up and they had to take

9  it back down; is that right?

10      A.   I assume that.  I don't know that.

11      Q.   And was there anything that you recall that

12  this man said in the October 15, 2015 plan-of-the-day

13  meeting other than those four comments?

14      A.   There was none.  Thank you for letting me go

15  back and correct it.

16      Q.   Of course.

17           Had you ever seen anybody with a Bechtel hat

18  on the site prior to October 2015?

19      A.   Not to my recollection.  There could have

20  been, for sure.

21      Q.   Are you now aware that there were, at some

22  point in time in 2015, there were upwards of 10

23  Bechtel representatives on site?

24      A.   I knew there were more later, yeah.

25      Q.   And you're aware that they shared office
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1  space in the same area as the ORS?

2                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

3      of the question.

4                     THE WITNESS:  Restate that.  They

5      did what?

6 BY MR. KEEL:

7      Q.   Sure.  The same -- are you aware that the

8  Bechtel representatives who were on site in 2015, are

9  you aware of whether they were operating out of the

10  same sites as the ORS individuals?

11      A.   They were not when I was there.  I mean,

12  they could have been there when I wasn't, but there

13  were no Bechtel people in that trailer when I was

14  there.

15      Q.   Okay.

16      A.   And you said '15, right?

17      Q.   Yes.

18      A.   Because in '14, you know, I wasn't always

19  out there, so they could have been there in '14, but

20  I wasn't.

21      Q.   In '15 you were there how often?

22      A.   A couple days a week.

23      Q.   When was the first time that you saw any

24  version of the Bechtel report or the Bechtel

25  assessment?
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1      A.   It was sometime after the governor released

2  the Bechtel report.

3      Q.   Had you become aware of any findings in the

4  Bechtel assessment prior to abandonment of the

5  project?

6                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

7      of the question.

8                     THE WITNESS:  State it one more

9      time?

10 BY MR. KEEL:

11      Q.   Had you become aware of any findings from

12  the Bechtel assessment prior to abandonment of the

13  project?

14      A.   Probably.  I know they did some -- they were

15  making improvements, and after I looked at the

16  Bechtel report, looked like some of the improvements

17  that were being made on site were commented on in the

18  Bechtel report.  So I think I saw that.  I wouldn't

19  have known it until I, you know, reviewed the Bechtel

20  report.

21      Q.   So what you're saying is, at the time, prior

22  to abandonment, you were aware of different changes

23  that were being made on the project that you now

24  think may have been related to the Bechtel report; is

25  that right?
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1      A.   That's a good summary, yes, sir.

2      Q.   But at the time of the project, you had no

3  understanding whether Bechtel's assessment was what

4  prompted any of those changes; is that fair?

5                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

6                     THE WITNESS:  What I understood --

7      what I viewed that was happening at the time was,

8      because it was the time Fluor came in and the

9      time they were doing their functional analysis

10      that it was them making those changes and the

11      company making those changes that was driving

12      them.  I had no idea anything else would be

13      driving it.

14 BY MR. KEEL:

15      Q.   And you didn't have any -- you didn't have

16  any -- you didn't believe that Fluor was relying on

17  the Bechtel report to make its decisions about what

18  to do on the project?

19                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

20                     THE WITNESS:  I had no idea.  I'm

21      sorry.  I had no idea.  I guess I couldn't put

22      two and two together and get four.

23 BY MR. KEEL:

24      Q.   That wasn't your understanding at the time?

25      A.   That was not my understanding.
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1      Q.   You were also involved in certain visits

2  that ORS made to manufacturing facilities for the

3  project, right?

4      A.   Yes, sir.

5      Q.   And which sites did you visit?

6      A.   I may not get them all.  But in general, I

7  went to Newport News facility, I went to SMI, I think

8  it was called SMI in Florida, I went to the Laurens

9  facility which was a CB&I facility.  And I never went

10  to Lake Charles, so -- and they wouldn't send us

11  overseas, so I never got to any of those either.  I

12  think that was it.

13      Q.   And the purpose of visiting those sites was

14  part of performing ORS's monitoring activities; is

15  that fair?

16      A.   Yes, sir.

17      Q.   So you would go to the sites to evaluate

18  what they were doing with respect to manufacturing

19  materials for the plant?

20                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

21      of the question.

22                     THE WITNESS:  We would go to the

23      site normally for a tour to find out it did

24      exist.  They would point out what material

25      belonged, because there's lots of material there,
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1      what belonged to SCE&G versus what belonged to

2      Vogtle, as an example, and we would talk about

3      their process.

4 BY MR. KEEL:

5      Q.   So you wouldn't just take somebody's word

6  for it that NNI exists; you wanted to go see the

7  facility?

8      A.   Yes, sir.

9      Q.   We also talked earlier about various reports

10  that were made available to the ORS monthly, weekly,

11  and things of that nature, right?

12      A.   We did.

13      Q.   And we talked about certain information that

14  was made available in those reports.

15           Do you also recall that the indirect and

16  direct craft ratios for the project were part of the

17  information that was provided in the reports made

18  available to the ORS?

19      A.   It was, and after Fluor came on, more than

20  anywhere else, Fluor's reports had that provided on

21  the graphs and tables that were in their reports.

22      Q.   Do you have a specific recollection one way

23  or the other whether that information was also

24  included in what was provided to the ORS before Fluor

25  was involved?
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1      A.   I think some was, but I think it was very

2  sporadic.

3      Q.   The information made available to ORS about

4  the project also reflected the non-field manual and

5  direct craft ratios?

6      A.   Again, under the Fluor environment, it was

7  pretty relevant -- prevalent, I should say.  Under

8  CB&I and Shaw, not so much.

9      Q.   But you're not saying that information was

10  not available under that?

11      A.   It wasn't as much.

12      Q.   Wasn't as much?

13      A.   Wasn't as much and wasn't readily available

14  to find.

15      Q.   But do you -- you do recall that those

16  ratios -- indirect, direct, craft and non-field

17  manual direct -- were at least part of the

18  information made available prior to Fluor's

19  involvement, some point in the project?

20      A.   Yes, sir, I would agree with that.

21      Q.   The information that was made available to

22  the ORS on a regular basis also reflected how the

23  current status of the project compared to the

24  projected BLRA milestones, right?

25      A.   The current status and the BLRA milestones
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1  are not exactly matched up.  So the answer to your

2  question is, you can't get there from here by just

3  looking at those two and comparing.

4      Q.   But do you recall a report being made

5  available to the ORS that reflected where the current

6  status of the report -- where the project was with

7  respect to those future milestones?

8      A.   I'm hesitant to answer that question because

9  I don't really know exactly what report you're

10  referring to.

11      Q.   So there was a report that listed the 146

12  BLRA milestones that was regularly reported.

13      A.   I am familiar with that, sir.

14      Q.   And then on a monthly basis, that report was

15  made available and reflected whether the current

16  status of the project was plus or minus so many

17  months from those particular milestones, correct?

18      A.   And they called them data, I believe a data

19  file, a two-page data file they provided.

20      Q.   Yeah.

21      A.   And some times.  Those were certainly

22  supplied in the '14 time frame.  And they dropped

23  off, from my recollection, and then they came back in

24  sometime late '15.  So you had to look for it to find

25  that, but it wasn't like every month we had that.
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1      Q.   It dropped off during the period when the

2  schedule was being changed?

3      A.   Probably, probably.

4      Q.   But otherwise, from what you recall, those

5  reports were made available to ORS?

6      A.   Yes, sir.

7                (Exhibit No. 9 was marked for

8                identification.)

9      Q.   Mr. Soult, you have just been handed what is

10  being marked Exhibit Number 9 to your deposition.  Do

11  you recognize this?

12      A.   I have seen it, at least a portion of it

13  before.  I was not in attendance when this was

14  presented.  So I may have provided some information

15  in it, but I have not really studied it.

16      Q.   And this is a -- this is -- the cover is an

17  e-mail from Allyn Powell to Anthony James copying you

18  and Gary Jones; is that right?

19      A.   Yes.

20      Q.   And it attaches a presentation to the

21  Electric Cooperatives of South Carolina that is dated

22  March 3rd, 2016.  Do you see that?

23      A.   Which I did not attend, yes.

24      Q.   You did not attend this meeting, but did you

25  provide input for preparation of this presentation?
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1      A.   I could have.

2                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

3      of the question.

4                     THE WITNESS:  I could have.  You

5      know, I would have to look at the specific

6      information to tell you that I did that.

7 BY MR. KEEL:

8      Q.   Well, let's look through a couple of slides

9  here.  If you turn to the second slide in the

10  presentation --

11      A.   Uh-huh.

12      Q.   -- it's titled "A Very Good Idea in 2008."

13  And it says, "Why," below that, and lists various

14  bullet points.  Do you see that?

15      A.   That's Gary's.

16      Q.   Would you agree with these bullet points?

17      A.   I would.

18      Q.   And then the next slide, Slide Three and

19  continuing on through Slide Six titled "Experience

20  Since 2008," and goes through various issues related

21  to the project.  And same question there:  Would you

22  agree that these reflect --

23      A.   Slide Eight, is that for me or different

24  for --

25      Q.   I apologize.  It ends at Slide Six.
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1      A.   Oh, are you talking about the presentation?

2      Q.   Let me start over.  Starting in Slide

3  Three --

4      A.   Okay.  Are we dealing with the numbers down

5  here on the bottom, make sure I have got the same

6  numbers?

7      Q.   Yes.

8      A.   Okay.  And I have got number three right

9  here.

10      Q.   Beginning with Slide Three and continuing

11  through to Slide Six.

12      A.   Okay.

13      Q.   There is a list of various things that

14  reflect the experience since 2008 related to the

15  project.

16      A.   Yeah, I have got it.

17      Q.   And if you could just look through those and

18  let me know if you agree with that reflection of

19  things that contributed to issues on the project

20  since 2008.

21                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

22      of the question.

23                     THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Through six,

24      I would agree with that, pretty much.

25
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1 BY MR. KEEL:

2      Q.   And then if you turn to the Slide 20, it's

3  labeled "Conclusions."

4      A.   Yes, sir, got it.

5      Q.   And as of the date of this presentation,

6  March 2016, would you agree with the conclusions that

7  are reflected in Slide 20?

8                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

9      of the question.

10                     THE WITNESS:  Yes.

11 BY MR. KEEL:

12      Q.   Do you have any plans to travel anywhere in

13  November of this year, Mr. Soult?

14      A.   Some.  My wife hadn't told me where all

15  we're going.  Sorry about that.

16      Q.   No problem.  So you have plans for

17  Thanksgiving, I assume?

18      A.   I do.

19      Q.   Aside from the week of Thanksgiving, do you

20  plan to be in South Carolina during the month of

21  November?

22      A.   I think so.  Unless something happens.

23                     MR. KEEL:  I have no further

24      questions at this time.  This gentleman is going

25      to ask you some questions.  Thank you very much
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1      for your time, Mr. Soult.

2                     THE WITNESS:  Thank you, sir.

3                       EXAMINATION

4 BY MR. BATEMAN:

5      Q.   I have got a question, Gene.

6           Do you believe that SCE&G was honest and

7  forthcoming with you and the ORS?

8                     MR. KEEL:  Object to the form.

9                     THE WITNESS:  Is there a time

10      frame associated with that question?

11 BY MR. BATEMAN:

12      Q.   On the project.

13      A.   The whole project?

14                     MR. KEEL:  Same.

15                     THE WITNESS:  I would say that,

16      from my years of experience in working with

17      SCE&G, that up until really we ran into the

18      Bechtel issue, that they were kind of open and

19      honest to us.  But, unfortunately, you know, you

20      only can measure what you have.  You don't have a

21      -- and you don't know it.  So Ronald Rumsfeld

22      said, you don't know what you don't know.

23                     So once we found out that -- and

24      again, I had no idea that they weren't being

25      forthright until the issue with the Bechtel
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1      report came out.

2 BY MR. BATEMAN:

3      Q.   So you don't believe that they were

4  forthright?

5                     MR. KEEL:  Same.

6                     THE WITNESS:  I don't believe they

7      were forthright.  In looking back on it now, I

8      think there was other information we found out of

9      all this flurry of information that came out

10      after the abandonment that we should have known.

11      We would have -- we would have had a chance to

12      make a different decision, support a different

13      process or a different outcome.  And that's

14      unfortunate, as far as I have got 25 years in the

15      company before I retired, worked side-by-side by

16      a lot of people that I trusted.

17                     MR. BATEMAN:  That is the only

18      question that I'll ask.

19                     MR. KEEL:  I'll ask a follow-up.

20                     THE WITNESS:  Sure.

21                       EXAMINATION

22 BY MR. KEEL:

23      Q.   Mr. Soult, other than the Bechtel

24  assessment, what is it that you are stating now you

25  believe was withheld from ORS and should have been
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1  provided to ORS about the project?

2      A.   I'm going to go from my personal opinion.  I

3  think the company knew a lot more about the schedule

4  than ORS ever found out.  I say that from years of

5  experience of managing big projects.  That's my

6  personal opinion.  It's why we asked a lot of

7  questions and we got little answers.

8           You know, you don't need -- I had an old

9  friend that I worked with at SCE&G, and he used to

10  say, we don't need three views of a bowling bowl to

11  know that it's round.  And you could look at the

12  numbers, and you wonder why it still says a schedule

13  completion date here, and you can't add all the

14  numbers.

15           But our job was to monitor and report based

16  on information that the company provided through the

17  consortium, in most cases.  And without that

18  information, you know, we had nothing else to stand

19  on.  We don't generate schedules.  You know, could

20  we?  We could.  It would take a lot of money and a

21  lot of time.  That's not our -- certainly not my job

22  that was working there.  And certainly wasn't Gary

23  Jones' job.  There was nobody else capable that

24  worked for ORS that could do that kind of stuff or

25  even understand a lot of it.

155

1           So, you know, I was always disheartened

2  about the schedule issue, to be honest with you.  I

3  would -- my 25 years of doing business with SCE&G as

4  a general manager and running plants, I wouldn't have

5  accepted it.  So that's my opinion.

6      Q.   So other than the Bechtel assessment, and

7  you believe that SCE&G knew more about the schedule

8  than they disclosed to you, is there anything else

9  that you believe the company withheld from ORS and

10  should have disclosed to ORS about the project?

11      A.   Probably some smaller things.  I think those

12  two are significant enough.

13      Q.   Is there anything, sitting here today,

14  anything significant you can identify, other than

15  those two things?

16      A.   Not off the top of my head.

17      Q.   Let's talk about the schedule a little bit.

18           ORS had access to the schedule?

19      A.   No.

20                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

21                     THE WITNESS:  No.  ORS had access

22      to what information was posted, and the schedule

23      was not posted.

24 BY MR. KEEL:

25      Q.   When ORS wanted to talk to Westinghouse

156

1  about the schedule, you could put it on the

2  schedule -- you could put it on your agenda and you

3  could go to Westinghouse and you could talk to Terry

4  Elam and you could ask him whatever questions you

5  wanted about the schedule?

6      A.   That's not access to the schedule.

7                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

8                     THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.  That's

9      not access to the schedule.  I cannot determine

10      from what somebody says, the links in the

11      schedule.  I can't do my form work, if I wanted

12      to do it, not that I would.

13                     But when you say "access to the

14      schedule," that means, like, I can get the

15      schedule and I can determine from what I see in

16      the schedule and make some assessment.  We got

17      what they gave us.

18 BY MR. KEEL:

19      Q.   You understand that the schedule was created

20  by Westinghouse, correct?

21      A.   I do.

22      Q.   You understand that that schedule reflected

23  over 300,000 different activities for the project?

24      A.   I do.

25      Q.   You understand that that schedule was put
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1  together in a Primavera database that was done by

2  Westinghouse, right?

3      A.   V6, I do.

4      Q.   And what is it about that schedule that you

5  claim was not made available to ORS?

6      A.   So where do you want to start?

7      Q.   I want to know everything you think you

8  should have known that wasn't told to you.

9      A.   The restraints in the schedule, constraining

10  the schedule.  We would ask how many constraints do

11  you have in the schedule.  They couldn't answer that

12  question up front.  They would have to go off and

13  figure it out.  And we would work our way through

14  maybe 20, maybe 30.

15           The schedule was not presented in a format

16  where you could really dive in if you wanted to ask

17  material questions, because we didn't have that.  The

18  best of the schedule we saw was a three-week

19  lookahead which had hundreds and hundreds of items on

20  it.  You can't diagnose a schedule from that.  I

21  mean, it's a schedule, but it's not a schedule that

22  you can make those kind of decisions on.

23      Q.   And these were concerns that you had at the

24  time of the project, right?

25      A.   And these were things we worked with.
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1      Q.   You never went to the PSC and said, don't

2  approve this petition for updated schedules and costs

3  because we do not have enough information to evaluate

4  the projected schedule, correct?

5      A.   I -- Gene Soult --

6      Q.   Yes.

7      A.   -- did not do that, that's correct.

8      Q.   You never went to your supervisors and said,

9  do not sign the settlement agreement for the 2015 or

10  the 2016 petition for updated costs and schedules

11  because we do not have enough information about this

12  schedule?

13      A.   I think the --

14                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

15      of the question.

16                     THE WITNESS:  I'm sorry.  I think

17      the words were stated that we didn't have enough

18      information but we were relying on the company.

19 BY MR. KEEL:

20      Q.   You were relying on the consortium who put

21  that schedule together?

22                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object.

23                     THE WITNESS:  We were relying on

24      the company.  We had no ties to the consortium,

25      none.  We had no controls over the consortium.
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1      Our interface and/or responsibilities, as I read

2      them and understand them in the BLRA, is from ORS

3      to SCE&G.  If we needed something, if we needed

4      the Bechtel report, SCE&G's responsibility to us

5      was to give us the Bechtel report.

6                     So, no, we wouldn't go to

7      Westinghouse or WEC or CB&I to seek information.

8      We had no -- we had no ability to do that.

9 BY MR. KEEL:

10      Q.   So you made a comment that if you were

11  running and working at SCE&G, you wouldn't have

12  accepted this schedule; is that right?

13                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form.

14                     THE WITNESS:  I did say that.

15 BY MR. KEEL:

16      Q.   But you accepted it in your role as ORS,

17  right?

18      A.   I didn't accept it.  No, I said it --

19  there's -- your people would tell you I said it.

20      Q.   You supported ORS's agreement to settle the

21  2015 PSC petition, and the 2016 PSC petition, and you

22  have already testified that you believed, as in

23  everything that you knew at that time, that approving

24  those requests was in the best interest of the

25  ratepayers, correct?
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1                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

2      of the question.

3                     THE WITNESS:  I do remember that.

4 BY MR. KEEL:

5      Q.   Okay.

6      A.   And I will say we had the best with what we

7  had.  It was a settlement agreement that you agreed

8  to, as you being the company, as well as other

9  parties that were in there.  We had no better

10  information.

11      Q.   But if you wanted to say we -- you had the

12  opportunity to say, we won't sign this settlement

13  agreement because we don't have enough information

14  about the schedule, correct?

15                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

16      of the question.

17                     THE WITNESS:  I suppose at some

18      point in time, you could do that.

19 BY MR. KEEL:

20      Q.   And you never did it?

21      A.   The reason we didn't is because we were

22  waiting on the schedule.  You know, the process that

23  took place from 2014 to 2017 was wait on the

24  schedule, wait on the schedule.  So we, anticipating,

25  that's what we did, we anticipated the schedule.
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1      Q.   So is it your testimony today that ORS never

2  had access to the schedule that Westinghouse put

3  together for the project?

4      A.   My testimony today is that we didn't have

5  full access to it.  We didn't have the ability to

6  dive into it, understand it better, know what all the

7  constraints were.  There's probably a bunch of things

8  if we wanted to, you know, get into the details of

9  the P6 schedule.

10      Q.   Did you have access to P6 software?

11      A.   No, we didn't have access.

12      Q.   Were you provided a read-only copy of the

13  schedule?

14      A.   We only had paper in the schedule, for the

15  most part.  It was showed up on the E-drive.  You

16  could not manipulate.  All you could do is look at

17  the points in it.

18      Q.   You could look at it; you wouldn't

19  manipulate it, right?

20      A.   We could look at what was there.

21      Q.   Do you have any understanding as to whether

22  SCE&G was provided something different from what the

23  ORS was provided from Westinghouse?

24      A.   I don't know.

25                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form
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1      of the question.

2                     THE WITNESS:  Yeah, I'm sorry.  I

3      don't know.  I'm sorry we're not wrapping this

4      up.  I guess I've got to stay on the wrong path.

5                (Exhibit No. 10 was marked for

6                identification.)

7 BY MR. KEEL:

8      Q.   Mr. Soult, I have just handed you what's

9  been marked as Exhibit 10 to your deposition.  Do you

10  recognize this?

11      A.   I have seen this.

12      Q.   And this is a letter from Dukes Scott to

13  Kenneth Jackson dated May 13, 2016.  Do you see that?

14      A.   Uh-huh.

15      Q.   And in the first paragraph, Mr. Scott

16  writes, "The following provides the ORS' comments and

17  recommendations resulting from the site tour,

18  meetings with senior site personnel, and document

19  reviews performed at the V.C. Summer Units 2 and 3

20  construction site."

21           Do you see that?

22      A.   I have got it.

23      Q.   Were you involved in those reviews in around

24  May 2016?

25      A.   I was active in it, yeah.
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1      Q.   And in the first bullet point that reads,

2  "The ORS met with lead Westinghouse Electric Company

3  project's scheduling staff for the first time since

4  Fluor became involved in the project.  This meeting

5  allowed ORS to review the current revised integrated

6  project schedule in more detail.  The ORS now has a

7  better understanding of the assumptions and bases of

8  the schedule and the process of its development over

9  the past few months."

10           Do you see that?

11      A.   I see that.

12      Q.   And so at least as of May of 2016, the ORS

13  had access to the revised integrated project schedule

14  after Fluor came on board, right?

15                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

16      of the question.

17                     THE WITNESS:  It was not there,

18      and that's not the revised schedule.  The revised

19      schedule was still being waited on.

20 BY MR. KEEL:

21      Q.   So this statement, "This meeting allowed the

22  ORS to review the current revised integrated project

23  schedule in more detail," you're saying that's not

24  true?

25      A.   What I'm saying is that, from the Fluor
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1  perspective, who was working on the integrated

2  schedule form, had not completed their review.  So

3  the schedule that we saw was a schedule that had

4  previously -- this is May the 6th letter, right,

5  May 13 letter -- that didn't happen until later in

6  the month -- later in the year.

7           Fluor was supposed to provide that report on

8  April the 14th.  They did not.  We had -- we

9  requested it.  They did not reply.  They did not

10  provide it.  We were told it wasn't ready yet, and it

11  actually never got ready until October.

12           So at this time, we reviewed just what you

13  had.  It wasn't the fully integrated construction

14  schedule.

15      Q.   It was -- do you have any reason to dispute

16  Mr. Scott's statement that this meeting allowed ORS

17  to review the current revised integrated project

18  schedule in more detail?

19      A.   I don't dispute that.  I dispute what we're

20  talking about reviewing.  What we reviewed at the

21  site, this is -- he is reporting what we reviewed at

22  the site.

23      Q.   From a meeting with Westinghouse?

24      A.   It was with Westinghouse and with your

25  company.  Both parties were there -- all three
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1  parties were there.

2      Q.   And the ORS was able to review the current

3  revised integrated project schedule in more detail,

4  correct?

5      A.   In more detail, we did, yes, sir.

6      Q.   We go into the next sentence.  It says, "We

7  learned that the initial schedule presented by WEC in

8  August 2015 had arbitrarily held constraints that

9  resulted in unreliable and unrealistic depiction of

10  the schedule for the remaining work."

11           Do you see that?

12      A.   I see that.

13      Q.   And is that consistent with your

14  understanding of ORS knew as of May 2016?

15                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

16      of the question.

17                     THE WITNESS:  I do.

18 BY MR. KEEL:

19      Q.   Yes?

20      A.   Yes.  I'm sorry.

21      Q.   And then the next two sentences read, "SCE&G

22  and the on-site WEC/TEC project schedulers have

23  worked to refine and accurately represent the

24  remaining work and the logical ties among the work

25  activities, as well as to reduce the number of
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1  arbitrary constraints.  The ORS also obtained a

2  better understanding of the documentation available

3  to help us understand the schedule, including a more

4  detailed project plan-of-the-day package.  However,

5  the ORS remains concerned that the schedule still

6  needs refinement and has not yet completed a detailed

7  review and revision by Fluor that includes the

8  resources needed to complete for each task."

9      A.   Which is what I was referring to.

10      Q.   So you had access -- the ORS had access to

11  the schedule, more information that Mr. Dukes reports

12  helped you understand the schedule, but were

13  concerned that it did not include all the resources

14  for a need to complete the task; is that fair?

15                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

16      of the question.

17                     THE WITNESS:  That is correct.

18 BY MR. KEEL:

19      Q.   Then the last sentence in this one says --

20  last two sentences says, "This review will not be

21  completed until the third quarter this year.  By that

22  time, the ORS is concerned that additional delays may

23  be identified in the project completion dates,

24  especially on Unit 3."

25           Do you see that?
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1      A.   I did.  Yeah.  Which was reason for my

2  earlier statement.

3      Q.   And so this is a reference to Fluor still

4  needing to provide the resource loaded schedule,

5  correct?

6      A.   Correct.

7      Q.   Not SCE&G withholding that from you?

8                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

9      of the question.

10                     THE WITNESS:  You know, I --

11 BY MR. KEEL:

12      Q.   You don't believe SCE&G had a fully

13  resourced schedule from Fluor that they were not

14  providing to you, do you?

15      A.   Not at that time.  I don't know that they

16  did.  Let me rephrase that.

17      Q.   I'm only asking what you know.

18      A.   Yeah, okay.  I don't know.  See, we were

19  told -- I have to go on what we were told.  We were

20  told we would have it in April, in which we didn't.

21  When it came in, we never really saw the final

22  product.

23      Q.   And this is in May of 2016, this letter we

24  just looked at, right?

25      A.   Yes.

168

1      Q.   And you know that the ORS signed the

2  settlement agreement to have the PSC approve the 2016

3  petition months later in September 2016, right?

4      A.   Correct.

5      Q.   And that was the decision that you supported

6  based on everything you knew at that time?

7      A.   Correct.

8      Q.   And despite all the concerns you may have

9  had about the schedule that you had expressed, you

10  believed the right thing to do as of September 2016

11  was to have the PSC approve that petition, right?

12                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

13      of the question.

14                     THE WITNESS:  Listen, I believe it

15      was based primarily on the fixed price contract

16      that we were willing to agree to it, and also

17      that the company was going to back-stand.  So

18      there is more than just the schedule that was

19      tied to that agreement.

20 BY MR. KEEL:

21      Q.   Certainly.  The fixed price option was

22  something that the company negotiated that you

23  believed was in the best interest of the ratepayers?

24      A.   Correct.

25      Q.   Okay.
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1                (Exhibit No. 11 was marked for

2                identification.)

3      Q.   Mr. Soult, you have just been handed what

4  has been marked as Exhibit 11 to your deposition.  Do

5  you recognize this document?

6      A.   I'm familiar with it, sir.

7      Q.   And this is a June 30th, 2016 letter --

8      A.   Right.

9      Q.   -- from Dukes Scott to Byron Hinson at

10  SCANA.  Do you see that?

11      A.   Yes, sir.

12      Q.   And the letter begins, "The ORS is currently

13  in a heightened state of concern regarding the

14  construction cost overruns and schedule delays for

15  V.C. Summer Units 2 and 3."

16           Do you see that?

17      A.   Yes, sir.

18      Q.   And the first paragraph goes on to explain

19  that, "While a slight improvement was shown during

20  the first three months of Fluor on site, the most

21  recent two months have trended negatively with a

22  performance factor now hovering around 2.0.  This

23  score indicates that only about half of the work

24  planned is being done for the labor hours expended.

25  Furthermore, the project has not attained the
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1  improved productivity factor of 1.15 that formed the

2  basis for the approved schedule and budget in Order

3  Number 2015-661."

4           Do you see that?

5      A.   Yes, sir.

6      Q.   And so as of June 2016, June 30th, 2016, the

7  ORS had access to this information showing how the

8  productivity of the project to date compared with

9  those assumptions underlying the project?

10      A.   We did.

11                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

12      of the question.

13 BY MR. KEEL:

14      Q.   And then turn to the last page.

15      A.   That would be four?

16      Q.   That's, yes, four of four.

17      A.   Uh-huh.

18      Q.   And then the last two paragraphs reads, "In

19  the case of Unit 2, ORS believes that while the date

20  in the filing of August 31th, 2019 is unlikely to be

21  met, it is possible that Unit 2 may still be able to

22  qualify for the federal production tax credits that

23  expire on December 31th, 2020.  However, completing

24  Unit 2 in time to receive the federal production tax

25  credits will require improvements to the current

171

1  construction methodology.

2           "For Unit 3, ORS has a much lower confidence

3  level that this unit can be completed within the

4  18-month window.  ORS has no confidence that Unit 3

5  can meet the current federal production tax credit

6  deadline of December 31st, 2020."

7           Do you see that?

8      A.   Yes, sir.

9      Q.   Is that consistent with your understanding

10  as of June 30th, 2016, about ORS's position with

11  respect to the projected schedule?

12      A.   I believe it is.

13      Q.   And so despite knowledge of this information

14  and these concerns, the ORS determined it's in the

15  best interest to have the PSC approve the 2016

16  petition with the terms included in the settlement

17  agreement, right?

18                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

19      of the question.

20                     THE WITNESS:  I think, yes.

21 BY MR. KEEL:

22      Q.   And that petition included projected

23  substantial completion dates for Unit 2 and Unit 3,

24  correct?

25      A.   And was based on the information that we

172

1  had, yes.

2      Q.   And the ORS is saying, in that settlement

3  agreement, we support the PSC approving these new

4  guaranteed substantial completion dates as the new

5  approved schedule for the project, right?

6                     MR. BATEMAN:  Object to the form

7      of the question.

8                     THE WITNESS:  Correct.

9                     MR. KEEL:  I don't have any

10      further questions.  Thank you, Mr. Soult.

11                     THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

12                     THE VIDEOGRAPHER:  This concludes

13      today's deposition of Mr. Gene Soult.  We're off

14      the record at 1:05 p.m.

15                (The deposition concluded at 1:05 p.m.)

16
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1 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

2 COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

3                  REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

4      I, Rebecca L. Arrison, a Notary Public in and for

5 the State of South Carolina, do hereby certify that

6 there came before me on the 25th day of October, 2018,

7 the person hereinbefore named, who was by me duly

8 sworn to testify to the truth and nothing but the

9 truth of his knowledge concerning the matters in

10 controversy in this cause; that the witness was there

11 upon examined under oath, the examination reduced to

12 typewriting under my direction, and the deposition is

13 a true record of the testimony given by the witness.

14      I further certify that I am neither attorney or

15 counsel for, nor related to or employed by, any

16 attorney or counsel employed by the parties hereto or

17 financially interested in the action.

18      IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereto set my hand,

19 this 4th day of November, 2018.

20

21

22      ___________________________________

23      Rebecca L. Arrison, Notary Public

24      My Commission Expires:  3/28/2027

25

174

1                  A-T-T-E-S-T-A-T-I-O-N

2 In Re:  Lightsey, et al. v. SCE&G, et al.

3 Deposition of:  Gene Soult

4 Date Taken:  October 25, 2018

5 Taken Before:  Rebecca Arrison

6

7 Having read my statement, no changes are necessary.

8 Signed: _______________________________________

9 Having read my statement, I make these corrections.

10 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

11 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

12 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

13 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

14 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

15 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

16 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

17 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

18 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

19 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

20 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

21 Page _____Line_____Correction_______________________

22 Sworn to and subscribed before me this _____ day of

23 _______________, _______________County, South

24 Carolina.  My commission expires _________________.
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South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff

Review of South Caro ina Electric R. Gas Company's
2015 1" Quarter Report on

V. C. Summer Units 2 R.3

Status of Construction

July 30, 2015
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May 1 5 ,  2 0 1 5 ,  SCE&G s u b m i t t e d  i t s  2 0 1 5  1st Q u a r t e r  R e p o r t  r e l a t e d  t o  c o n s t r u c t i o n  

o f  V.C. S u m m e r  Units 2 & 3 in Jenkinsville, SC. T h e  Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  is filed i n  Commission 

D o c k e t  No. 2 0 0 8 - 1 9 6 - E  a n d  c o v e r s  t h e  q u a r t e r  e n d i n g  March 3 1 ,  2 0 1 5 . W i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  

B a s e  Load R e v i e w  Act, DRS's review of SCE&G's Quarterly Report focuses on SCE&G's ability to 
adhere to the approved schedule and approved budget. 

Approved Schedule and Budaet Review 

On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed with the Commission in Docket No. 2015-103-E a 
Petition seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital 
cost schedule for the Units. ln its Petition, SCE&G is requesting the Commission to modify the 
construction schedule to reflect new substantial completion dates of June 19, 2019 and June 16, 
2020 for Unit 2 and Unit 3, respectively. SCE&G reports to ORS that the Consortium continues 
to experience delays in fabrication and delivery of sub-modules for the Units and that these 
delays are the primary purpose for issuing a Revised Schedule. 

On June 29, 2015 SCE&G, ORS and the South Carolina Energy Users Committee entered 
into a Settlement Agreement related to the Petition. For additional details, see "Notable 
Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015," on page 18 of this report. 

During the 1st quarter 2015, the project continued to make progress toward the 
completion of several major construction milestones. However, the project continues to 
experience delays due to design and delivery issues. The critical path work continues to be 
centered on Unit 2 Nuclear Island work necessary to allow additional concrete pours inside the 
Containment Vessel and within the Auxiliary Building perimeter walls. ORS continues to 
monitor this work closely. 

This Petition includes incremental capital costs that total approximately $698 million 
(SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars); of which $539 million are associated with these delays and 
other contested costs. The total project capital cost is now estimated at approximately $5.2 
billion (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars) or $6.8 billion including escalation and allowance for 
funds used during construction (SCE&G's portion in future dollars). The cumulative amount 
projected to be spent on the Units by December 31, 2015 is $3.7 bi1lion . 

. iii . 
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Executive Summary

On May 15, 2015, SCE&G submitted its 2015 1" Quarter Report related to construction
of Y.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 in Jenkinsville, SC. The Quarterly Report is filed in Commission
Docket No. 2008-196-E and covers the quarter ending March 31, 2015. With reference to the
Base Load Review Act, ORS's review of SCE&G's Quarterly Report focuses on SCE&G's ability to
adhere to the approved schedule and approved budget

On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed with the Commission in Docket No. 2015-103-E a
Petition seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital
cost schedule for the Units. In its Petition, SCE&G is requesting the Commission to modify the
construction schedule to reflect new substantial completion dates of June 19, 2019 and June 16,
2020 for Unit 2 and Unit 3, respectively. SCE&G reports to ORS that the Consortium continues
to experience delays in fabrication and delivery of sub-modules for the Units and that these
delays are the primary purpose for issuing a Revised Schedule.

On june 29, 2015 SCE&G, ORS and the South Carolina Energy Users Committee entered
into a Settlement Agreement related to the Petition. For additional details, see "Notable
Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015," on page 18 of this report.

During the 1~ quarter 2015, the project continued to make progress toward the
completion of several major construction milestones. However, the project continues to
experience delays due to design and delivery issues. The critical path work continues to be
centered on Unit 2 Nuclear Island work necessary to allow additional concrete pours inside the
Containment Vessel and within the Auxiliary Building perimeter walls. ORS continues to
monitor this work closely.

This Petition includes incremental capital costs that total approximately $698 million
(SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars); of which $539 million are associated with these delays and
other contested costs. The total project capital cost is now estimated at approximately $5,2

billion (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars) or $6.8 billion including escalation and allowance for
funds used during construction (SCE&G's portion in future dollars). The cumulative amount
projected to be spent on the Units by December 31, 2015 is $3.7 billion.



SCE&G's Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  is b a s e d  

o n  SCE&G's P e t i t i o n .  T h e r e f o r e ,  u n t i l  t h e  Commission i s s u e s  a n  o r d e r  in r e s p o n s e  to SCE&G's 

P e t i t i o n ,  ORS will n o t  h a v e  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  p r o v i d e  c o m p l e t e  u p d a t e s  on t h e  s t a t u s  o f  t h e  

a p p r o v e d  s c h e d u l e  o r  a p p r o v e d  b u d g e t .  

• iv-
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The construction schedule and budget presented in SCE&G's Quarterly Report is based
on SCE&G's Petition. Therefore, until the Commission issues an order in response to SCE&G's

Petition, ORS will not have the ability to provide complete updates on the status of the
approved schedule or approved budget.



B a c k g r o u n d  

On March 2, 2009, the Public Service Commission of South Carolina ("Commission") 
approved South Carolina Electric & Gas Company's ("SCE&G" or the "Company'') request for the 
construction of V.C. Summer Nuclear Station AP1000 Units 2 & 3 (the "Units" or "Project") in 
Jenkinsville, SC and the Engineering, Procurement and Construction ("EPC") Contract with 
Westinghouse Electric Company ("WEC") and CB&l Stone & Webster, Inc. ("CB&I") (collectively 
"the Consortium"). The Commission's approval of the Units can be found in the Base Load 
Review Order No. 2009-104(A) filed in Docket No. 2008-196-E. 

Subsequent to the Base Load Review Order, the Commission bas held three (3) bearings 
regarding the Units and issued the following Orders: 

• Order No. 2010-12: Issued on January 21, 2010 and filed in Docket No. 2009-
293-E. The Commission approved SCE&G's request to update milestones and 
capital cost schedules. 

• Order No. 2011-345: Issued on May 16,2011 and filed in Docket No. 2010-376-
E. The Commission approved SCE&G's petition for updates and revisions to 
schedules which included an increase to the base project cost of approximately 
$174 million. 

• Order No. 2012-884: Issued on November 15, 2012 and filed in Docket No. 
2012-203-E. The Commission approved SCE&G's petition for updates and 
revisions to schedules which included an increase to the base project cost of 
approximately $278 million. 

The anticipated dependable capacity from the Units is approximately 2,234 megawatts 
("MW"), of which 55% (1,228 MW) will be available to serve SCE&G customers. South Carolina 
Public Service Authority ("Santee Cooper") is currently contracted to receive the remaining 
45% (1,006 MW) of the electric output when the Units are in operation and is paying 45% of 
the costs of the construction of the Units. ln October 2011, SCE&G and Santee Cooper executed 
the permanent construction and operating agreements for the Project. The agreements grant 
SCE&G primary responsibility for oversight of the construction process and operation of the 
Units as they come online. On March 30, 2012, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission ("NRC") 
voted to issue SCE&G a Combined Construction and Operating License ("COL") for the 
construction and operation of the Units. 
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Introduction and Background

On March 2, 2009, the Public Service Commission of South Carolina ("Commission")
approved South Carolina Electric & Gas Company's ("SCE&G" or the "Company") request for the
construction of V,C. Summer Nuclear Station AP1000 Units 2 & 3 (the "Units" or "Project") in
Jenkinsville, SC and the Engineering, Procurement and Construction ("EPC") Contract with
Westinghouse Electric Company ("WEC") and CB&l Stone & Webster, Inc. ("CB&l") (collectively
"the Consortium"). The Commission's approval of the Units can be found in the Base Load
Review Order No. 2009-104(A) filed in Docket No, 2008-196-E.

Subsequent to the Base Load Review Order, the Commission has held three (3) hearings
regarding the Units and issued the following Orders:

: Issued on January 21, 2010 and filed in Docket No. 2009-
293-E. The Commission approved SCE&G's request to update milestones and
capital cost schedules.

: Issued on May 16, 2011 and filed in Docket No. 2010-376-
E. The Commission approved SCE&G's petition for updates and revisions to
schedules which included an increase to the base project cost of approximately
$174 million.

; Issued on November 15, 2012 and filed in Docket No.

2012-203-E. The Commission approved SCE&G's petition for updates and
revisions to schedules which included an increase to the base project cost of

approximately $278 million.

The anticipated dependable capacity from the Units is approximately 2,234 megawatts
("MW"), of which 55'Yo (1,228 MW) will be available to serve SCE&G customers. South Carolina
Public Service Authority ("Santee Cooper") is currently contracted to receive the remaining
45%a (1,006 MW) of the electric output when the Units are in operation and is paying 45% of
the costs of the construction of the Units. In October 2011, SCE&G and Santee Cooper executed
the permanent construction and operating agreements for the Project. The agreements grant
SCE&G primary responsibility for oversight of the construction process and operation of the
Units as they come online. On March 30, 2012, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission ("NRC")

voted to issue SCE&G a Combined Construction and Operating License ("COL") for the
construction and operation of the Units.
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2 0 1 0 ,  SCE&G r e p o r t e d  t h a t  Santee Cooper b e g a n  r e v i e w i n g  its level o f  o w n e r s h i p  

p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in t h e  Units. Since t h e n ,  S a n t e e  Cooper s o u g h t  p a r t n e r s  in i t s  45% o w n e r s h i p .  

Santee Cooper s i g n e d  a L e t t e r  o f  I n t e n t  w i t h  Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC in 2011. On J a n u a r y  

28, 2014, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC filed a r e p o r t  w i t h  t h e  Commission s t a t i n g  t h a t  i t  

concluded i t s  n e g o t i a t i o n s  w i t h  S a n t e e  Cooper which r e s u l t e d  in no change in o w n e r s h i p  o f  t h e  

Units. On t h e  d a y  b e f o r e ,  J a n u a r y  27, 2014, SCE&G a n n o u n c e d  t h a t  i t  h a d  an a g r e e m e n t  to 

a c q u i r e  from S a n t e e  Cooper a n  a d d i t i o n a l  5% ( 1 1 0  MWs) o w n e r s h i p  in t h e  Units. The 

a g r e e m e n t  is c o n t i n g e n t  u p o n  t h e  Commercial O p e r a t i o n  Date o f  Unit 2. Ultimately, u n d e r  t h e  

n e w  a g r e e m e n t ,  SCE&G w o u l d  o w n  6 0 %  a n d  S a n t e e  Cooper w o u l d  own 40% o f  t h e  Units. The 

. n e w  a g r e e m e n t  a n d  t h e  specific t e r m s  a r e  s u b j e c t  t o  Commission a p p r o v a l  a n d  have y e t  to b e  

p r e s e n t e d  to t h e  Commission. The P r o j e c t  c o n t i n u e s  t o  b e  g o v e r n e d  b y  t h e  o w n e r s h i p  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a s  e s t a b l i s h e d  in t h e  EPC Contract. 

On May 1 5 ,  2 0 1 5 ,  SCE&G s u b m i t t e d  i t s  2 0 1 5  1st Q u a r t e r  R e p o r t  ("Quarterly Report'1 

r e l a t e d  to c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  Units. The Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  is filed in Commission Docket No. 

2008-196-E a n d  c o v e r s  t h e  q u a r t e r  e n d i n g  March 31, 2 0 1 5  ("Review Period"). The Company's 

Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  is s u b m i t t e d  p u r s u a n t  to S.C. Code A n n . §  5 8 - 3 3 - 2 7 7  (Supp. 2 0 1 4 )  o f  t h e  Base 

Load Review Act ("BLRA"), w h i c h  r e q u i r e s  t h e  Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  to include t h e  following 

i n f o r m a t i o n :  

1. P r o g r e s s  o f  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  p l a n t ;  

2. U p d a t e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  s c h e d u l e s ;  

3. S c h e d u l e s  o f  t h e  c a p i t a l  costs i n c u r r e d  including u p d a t e s  to t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  

r e q u i r e d  in Section 5 8 - 3 3 - 2 7 0 ( 8 ) ( 5 ) ;  

4. U p d a t e d  s c h e d u l e s  o f  t h e  a n t i c i p a t e d  c a p i t a l  costs; a n d  

5. O t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  as t h e  Office o f  R e g u l a t o r y  Staff m a y  r e q u i r e .  

With r e f e r e n c e  to Section 58-33-275(A) o f  t h e  BLRA, t h e  r e v i e w  b y  t h e  Office o f  

Regulatory Staff ("ORS'1 o f  t h e  Company's Q u a r t e r l y  R e p o r t  focuses on SCE&G's ability to 

a d h e r e  to t h e  a p p r o v e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  s c h e d u l e  a n d  t h e  a p p r o v e d  capital c o s t  schedule. 

Q l - 1 5  R e v i e w  
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In 2010, SCE&G reported that Santee Cooper began reviewing its level of ownership
participation in the Units. Since then, Santee Cooper sought partners in its 45% ownership.
Santee Cooper signed a Letter of Intent with Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC in 2011. On January
28, 2014, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC filed a report with the Commission stating that it
concluded its negotiations with Santee Cooper which resulted in no change in ownership of the
Units. On the day before, January 27, 2014, SCE&G announced that it had an agreement to
acquire from Santee Cooper an additional 5% (110 MWs) ownership in the Units. The
agreement is contingent upon the Commercial Operation Date of Unit 2, Ultimately, under the
new agreement, SCE&G would own 60% and Santee Cooper would own 40% of the Units. The
new agreement and the specific terms are subject to Commission approval and have yet to be
presented to the Commission. The Project continues to be governed by the ownership
responsibilities as established in the EPC Contract.

On May 15, 2015, SCE&G submitted its 2015 1& Quarter Report ("Quarterly Report")
related to construction of the Units. The Quarterly Report is filed in Commission Docket No.

2008-196-8 and covers the quarter ending March 31, 2015 ("Review Period"). The Company's
Quarterly Report is submitted pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. 5 58-33-277 (Supp. 2014) of the Base
Load Review Act ("BLRA"), which requires the Quarterly Report to include the following
information:

1, Progress of construction of the plant;
2. Updated construction schedules;
3. Schedules of the capital costs incurred including updates to the information

required in Section 58-33-270(B)(5);
4. Updated schedules of the anticipated capital costs; and
5, Other information as the Office of Regulatory Staff may require.

With reference to Section 58-33-275(A) of the BLRA, the review by the Office of
Regulatory Staff ("ORS') of the Company's Quarterly Report focuses on SCE&G's ability to
adhere to the approved construction schedule and the approved capital cost schedule.

Ql-15 Review Page l2



On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed with the Commission, in Docket No. 2015-103-E, a 
petition seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital 
cost schedule for the Units ("Petition"). In its Petition, SCE&G is requesting the Commission to 
approve the revised construction schedule ("Revised Schedule") which reflects new substantial 
completion dates ("SCDs") of June 19, 2019 and june 16, 2020 for Unit 2 and Unit 3, 
respectively. SCE&G reports to ORS that the Consortium continues to experience delays in 
fabrication and delivery of submodules for the Units and that these delays are the primary 
purpose for issuing a Revised Schedule. 

The construction schedule presented in SCE&G's Quarterly Report is based on SCE&G's 
Petition. Therefore, until the Commission issues an order in response to SCE&G's Petition, ORS 
will not have the ability to provide complete updates on the status of the approved schedule. 

Major Structural Modules ("Bi& Sjx") 

The Big Six modules for the Units are CAOl through CAOS and CA20. (See Appendix A 
for illustrations). The supply of these modules is specifically identified in the Fixed/Firm cost 
category of the EPC Contract and key components to WEC's modular design of the Units. Table 
1 and Table 2 provide a summary of the status of the Big Six modules as of the end of the 
review period: 
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R
Approved Schedule Review.

On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed with the Commission, in Docket No. 2015-103-E, a
petition seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital
cost schedule for the Units ("Petition''). In its Petition, SCE&G is requesting the Commission to
approve the revised construction schedule ("Revised Schedule") which reflects new substantial
completion dates ("SCDs") of june 19, 2019 and june 16, 2020 for Unit 2 and Unit 3,

respectively, SCE&G reports to ORS that the Consortium continues to experience delays in

fabrication and delivery of submodules for the Units and that these delays are the primary
purpose for issuing a Revised Schedule.

The construction schedule presented in SCE8 G's Quarterly Report is based on SCE&G's

Petition. Therefore, until the Commission issues an order in response to SCE&G's Petition, ORS

will not have the ability to provide complete updates on the status of the approved schedule.

The Big Six modules for the Units are CA01 through CA05 and CA20. (See Appendix A

for illustrations). The supply of these modules is specifically identified in the Fixed/Firm cost
category of the EPC Contract and key components to WEC's modular design of the Units. Table
1 and Table 2 provide a summary of the status of the Big Six modules as of the end of the
review period:

QI-15 Review Page ls



U n i t  2 Bi& S i x  M o d u l e s  

U n i t  2 S u b m o d u l c s  C c r t i t i c a t i o n  

D e s c r i p t i o n  

V e n d o r  

S t a t u s 

Module # neceivcd Pape rwork 

Assembly 
Houses Steam 47 of 47 on Site complete 
Generator/ CB&I-Lake 

CA01 Pressurizer and Charles, LA 
47 of47 and Under waiting for 

Refueling Canal Review scheduled on 
Hook Date 

In-Containment 
Refueling Water CB&I-Lake 

Being 
CA02 Tank Wall and Heat 5 ofS Pending Assembled in 

Exchanger Wall Charles 
MAB 

Module 
In-Containment 

CA03 
Refueling Water SMCI in 

1 of17 1 of17 Pending Storage Tank Wall Lakeland, FL 
Module 

CA04 
Reactor Vessel CB&I-Power 

5 of5 Complete Set in Place 
Cavity (On-Site) on 10/21/13 

Containment Vessel 

CAOS Passive Cooling CB&I-Lake 8 of8 Complete Set in Place 
System Tunnel Charles, LA on 12/6/14 

Walls 
Auxiliary Building CB&l-Lake Set in Place CA20 and Fuel Handling Charles, LA 72 of72 Complete 

on 5/9/14 Area 
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Unit 2

Module ¹ l)escription Vendor
Iteceivetl Pa rwork

Submodules 'ertification
Status

CA01

CA02

CA03

CA04

CAOS

CA20

Houses Steam
Generator/

Pressurizer and
Refueling Canal

In-Containment
Refueling Water

Tank Wall and Heat
Exchanger Wall

Module

In-Containment
Refueling Water

Storage Tank Wall
Module

Reactor Vessel
Cavity

Containment Vessel
Passive Cooling
System Tunnel

Walls
Auxiliary Building
and Fuel Handling

Area

CB&l-Lake

Charles, LA

CB&1-Lake

Charles

SMCI in

Lakeland, FL

CB&l-Power
(On-Site)

CB&l-Lake
Charles, LA

CB&I-Lake
Charles, LA

47 of 47

5of5

1 of 17

SofS

8of8

72 of 72

47 of 47 on Site
and Under

Review

Pending

1of17

Complete

Complete

Complete

Assembly
complete

waiting for
scheduled on

Hook Date

Being
Assembled in

MAB

Pending

Set in Place
on 10/21/13

Set In Place
on 12/6/14

Setin Place
on S/9/14
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U n i t  3 Bl& S i x  M o d u l e s  

- . - - -

Unit 3 
Vcndoa· 

Suhmodulcs Ccrtiticat ion 
Description Status 

Module # Hcccivcd Papc nvork 

Houses Steam Toshiba/IHI 
CA01 

Generator/ 
Yokohama, 2 of47 2 of47 Pending Pr:essurtzer and 

Refueling Canal Japan 

In-Containment 
Refueling Water CB&I-Lake 

CA02 Tank Wall and 0 ofS Pending Pending 
Heat Exchanger Charles, LA 

Wall Module 
In-Containment 

CA03 
Refueling Water SMCI in 

0 of17 Pending Pending Storage Tank Lakeland, FL 
Wall Module 

CA04 
Reactor Vessel SMCI in 

5 ofS Complete 
Set in place 

Cavity Lakeland, FL on 6/29/15 

Containment 

CAOS 
Vessel Passive CB&I-Lake 

Oof8 Pending Pending Cooling System Charles, LA 
Tunnel Walls 

Auxiliary Oregon Iron 
CA20 

Building and 
Works 16 of72 16 of72 Pending Fuel Handling 

Area Portland, OR 
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Unit 3 1 l)escription
Morluic ¹ Vendor

Snl&modules Certification '

I Status
Received Papervvork

CA01

CA02

CA03

Houses Steam
Generator/
Pressurizer and
Refueling Canal

In-Containment
Refueling Water
Tank Wall and
Heat Exchanger

Wall Module
In-Containment
Refueling Water

Storage Tank
Wall Module

Toshiba/IHI
Yokohama,

Japan

CB&I-Lake

Charles, LA

SMCI in

Lakeland, FL

2of47

0ofS

0 of 17

2 of 47

Pending

Pending

Pending

Pending

Pending

CA04

CAB 5

CAZO

Reactor Vessel
Cavity

Containment
Vessel Passive
Cooling System
Tunnel Walls

Auxiliary
Building and

Fuel Handling
Area

SMCI in

Lakeland, FL

CB&l-Lake

Charles, LA

Oregon Iron
Works

Portland, OR

Sof5

Oof8

16of72

Complete

Pending

16 of 72

Set in place
on 6/29/15

Pending

Pending
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C o n s t r u c t i o n  A c t i v i t i e s  

Approximately 4000 workers are currently on-site, 3500 Consortium (including 
subcontractors) and 500 SCE&G. Major construction activities during the review period are 
discussed below by Unit: 

Unit2 

The Company reported that the critical path for Unit 2 remains the fabrication of the 
Shield Building ("SB") panels supplied by Newport News Industries ("NNI"). Through the end of 
the tst quarter, 57 of 167 Unit 2 panels have been received. The secondary critical path 
continues to be the assembly of module CA01 and construction of the Annex Building. All CA01 
submodules have been delivered to the site and assembly is underway in the Module Assembly 
Building ("MAB'1· Unit 2 work continued in the Containment Vessel ("CV") with the installation 
of rebar, embedment plates and electrical conduit in preparation for the placing of layer 3 and 
4 in the CV base. However, this work is being delayed due to resolution of the weldable 
coupling licensing basis code compliance issues that are further discussed in the "Notable 
Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015," on page 18 of this report. 

Work continued on securing CA20 in place with three-quarters of the needed anchor 
blocks in place. It was noted that the north wall on CA20 needed realignment. This wall was 
removed and was in the process of being realigned. 

Module CAOS, which forms the chemical and volume control system tunnel and passive 
core cooling system walls within the CV was completed and set in place inside the CV. 
Assembly of CA22 module, which houses filters for the Reactor Cooling Water System was 
completed and is ready to be set inside the CV. 

Work on Unit 2 Nuclear Island ("NI") Auxiliary Building ("AB") continued with the 
forming of walls to support level 2 and level 3 of the AB. The exterior walls needed to support 
backfilling to begin the erection of the Unit 2 Annex Building were completed and backfilling 
began. 

Turbine Building ("TB") work continued with the installation of structural steel and 
work on the turbine pedestal. Condenser water boxes and the first section of permanent 
stairwell were installed. Work continued on installing the Service Water System, Condenser 
Tube Cleaning System, Condensate Draining System, and Condensate Polishing System. 

Welding on the CV Ring 1 to the Containment Vessel Bottom Head ("CVBH'1 continues. 
The welding of attachment plates and ventilation fittings continued on CV Ring 2. Welding of 
the 3rd and final course of plates for CV Ring 3 has been completed. Assembly began on the 
plates that will be welded together to form the CV Top Head, which forms the crown on the CV. 
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Approximately 4000 workers are currently on-site, 3500 Consortium (including
subcontractors) and 500 SCE&G. Major construction activities during the review period are
discussed below by Unit:

The Company reported that the critical path for Unit 2 remains the fabrication of the
Shield Building ("SB") panels supplied by Newport News Industries ("NNI"). Through the end of
the 1" quarter, 57 of 167 Unit 2 panels have been received, The secondary critical path
continues to be the assembly of module CA01 and construction of the Annex Building. All CA01

submodules have been delivered to the site and assembly is underway in the Module Assembly
Building ("MAB'). Unit 2 work continued in the Containment Vessel ("CV") with the installation
of rebar, embedment plates and electrical conduit in preparation for the placing of layer 3 and
4 in the CV base. However, this work is being delayed due to resolution of the weldable
coupling licensing basis code compliance issues that are further discussed in the "Notable
Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015," on page 18 of this report.

Work continued on securing CA20 in place with three-quarters of the needed anchor
blocks in place. It was noted that the north wall on CA20 needed realignment. This wall was
removed and was in the process of being realigned.

Module CAOS, which forms the chemical and volume control system tunnel and passive
core cooling system walls within the CV was completed and set in place inside the CV.

Assembly of CA22 module, which houses filters for the Reactor Cooling Water System was
completed and is ready to be set inside the CV.

Work on Unit 2 Nuclear Island ("NI") Auxiliary Building ("AB") continued with the
forming of walls to support level 2 and level 3 of the AB. The exterior walls needed to support
backfilling to begin the erection of the Unit 2 Annex Building were completed and backfilling
began.

Turbine Building ("TB") work continued with the installation of structural steel and
work on the turbine pedestal. Condenser water boxes and the first section of permanent
stairwell were installed. Work continued on installing the Service Water System, Condenser
Tube Cleaning System, Condensate Draining System, and Condensate Polishing System.

Welding on the CV Ring 1 to the Containment Vessel Bottom Head ("CVBH") continues.
The welding of attachment plates and ventilation fittings continued on CV Ring 2. Welding of
the 3rd and final course of plates for CV Ring 3 has been completed. Assembly began on the
plates that will be welded together to form the CV Top Head, which forms the crown on the CV.
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T o w e r  ("CT") 2A is s u b s t a n t i a l l y  c o m p l e t e .  T h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  r e b a r  a n d  

p l a c e m e n t  of c o n c r e t e  for t h e  walls of CT 2B c o n t i n u e s ,  w i t h  t h e  b a s i n  a n d  f o u n d a t i o n  w o r k  

c o m p l e t e d  a n d  t u r n e d  o v e r  to t h e  c o n t r a c t o r  for CT e r e c t i o n .  The Pump Basin is r e a d y  for 

i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  p u m p s .  

Concrete f o u n d a t i o n s  a n d  walls for t h e  T r a n s f o r m e r s  in t h e  High-Side S w i t c h y a r d  

c o n t i n u e d  to b e  i n s t a l l e d .  T h e  Company h a s  e x p e r i e n c e d  c a p a c i t o r  f a i l u r e s  in t h e  S w i t c h y a r d  

a n d  a n  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  is u n d e r w a y  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  c a u s e  ( u n d e r  w a r r a n t y ) .  

The Company r e p o r t e d  t h a t  t h e  Unit 2 Steam G e n e r a t o r s  A & B a n d  t h e  P r e s s u r i z e r  

w e r e  r e c e i v e d  o n  s i t e .  A p p r o x i m a t e l y  8 5 %  o f  t h e  m a j o r  e q u i p m e n t  f o r  Unit 2 h a s  b e e n  

d e l i v e r e d .  Major e q u i p m e n t  is c o n s i d e r e d  as a n y  e q u i p m e n t  w i t h  a c o s t  o f  $ 1 0  million o r  

g r e a t e r .  Also, t h e  Unit 2 PRHR h e a t  e x c h a n g e r  w a s  r e t u r n e d  t o  t h e  e q u i p m e n t  m a n u f a c t u r e r  t o  

i n s t a l l  a S u p p l e m e n t a l  R e s t r a i n t  Bar t h a t  was a r e s u l t  o f  a d e s i g n  e n h a n c e m e n t .  The Squib 

Valves w e r e  r e d e s i g n e d  a n d  successfully p a s s e d  t h e  s u b m e r g e n c e  qualification t e s t i n g .  

Additional full flow a n d  functional t e s t i n g  o f  o t h e r  c o m p o n e n t s  a r e  continuing. 

Unit3 

The Company reported the critical path for Unit 3 remains the fabrication of the SB 
panels supplied by NNI and continues to run through successful fabrication and setting of CA20 
followed by the installation and completion of CA01, CA03 and the SB. 

• Rebar work continues in support of the first layer of concrete to be placed above the 
Unit 3 NI basemat to form the AB Walls which are in turn the SB foundation. Four of 167 
SB panels have been delivered to the site from NNI. 

• Four submodules forming CA04 were upended and fit issues are being corrected. 
• The installation of rebar and placement of concrete continued for sections of the AB, 

and backfill work continued around the exterior of the NI. 
• The first layer of concrete inside the CV is in place. 
• Work continued on the assembly of CV Ring 1 and welding of the vertical seams of the 

first 3 courses of CV Ring 2 was completed. 
• CT 3A is essentially complete. Structural work for 3B CT is approximately two-thirds 

complete. Work is underway for the Pump Basin for the CTs. 
• Placement of fill concrete continued beneath the TB. Rebar, piping and other 

embedments were installed in the TB mudmat in preparation for pouring the TB 
basemat. 

• The Company reported that the Core Makeup Tanks 1 and 2 were delivered to the site · 
and that approximately 30% of the Unit 3 major equipment has been delivered to the 
site. 
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Cooling Tower ("CT") 2A is substantially complete. The installation of rebar and
placement of concrete for the walls of CT 2B continues, with the basin and foundation work
completed and turned over to the contractor for CT erection. The Pump Basin is ready for
installation of pumps.

Concrete foundations and walls for the Transformers in the High-Side Switchyard
continued to be installed. The Company has experienced capacitor failures in the Switchyard
and an investigation is underway to determine the cause (under warranty),

The Company reported that the Unit 2 Steam Generators A & B and the Pressurizer
were received on site. Approximately SS'/o of the major equipment for Unit 2 has been
delivered, Major equipment is considered as any equipment with a cost of $ 10 million or
greater. Also, the Unit 2 PRHR heat exchanger was returned to the equipment manufacturer to
install a Supplemental Restraint Bar that was a result of a design enhancement The Squib
Valves were redesigned and successfully passed the submergence qualification testing.
Additional full flow and functional testing of other components are continuing.

The Company reported the critical path for Unit 3 remains the fabrication of the SB

panels supplied by NNI and continues to run through successful fabrication and setting of CA20

followed by the installation and completion of CA01, CA03 and the SB.

~ Rebar work continues in support of the first layer of concrete to be placed above the
Unit 3 NI basemat to form the AB Walls which are in turn the SB foundation. Four of 167
SB panels have been delivered to the site from NNL

~ Four submodules forming CA04 were upended and fit issues are being corrected.
~ The installation of rebar and placement of concrete continued for sections of the AB,

and backfill work continued around the exterior of the Nl,
~ The first layer of concrete inside the CV is in place.
~ Work continued on the assembly of CV Ring 1 and welding of the vertical seams of the

first 3 courses of CV Ring 2 was completed.
~ CT 3A is essentially complete. Structural work for 3B CT is approximately two-thirds

complete. Work is underway for the Pump Basin for the CTs.

~ Placement of filI concrete continued beneath the TB. Rebar, piping and other
embedments were installed in the TB mudmat in preparation for pouring the TB

basemat
~ The Company reported that the Core Makeup Tanks 1 and 2 were delivered to the site

and that approximately 30% of the Unit 3 major equipment has been delivered to the
site.
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C o m p a n y  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  s e v e r a l  I n f o r m a t i o n  Technology S y s t e m s  w e r e  c o n t i n u i n g  

t o  p r o g r e s s .  The s i t e  f i b e r  o p t i c  c a b l e  s y s t e m  b a c k  b o n e  for t h e  Units is complete. The 

Configuration M a n a g e m e n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  System ("CMIS") c o m p l e t e d  t w o  d e m o n s t r a t i o n  r u n s  to 

t e s t  CMIS w o r k f l o w  r o u t i n g .  W o r k  M a n a g e m e n t  System is e x p e c t e d  t o  b e g i n  m o d u l e  t e s t i n g  in 

t h e  s e c o n d  q u a r t e r  o f  2015. 

P h o t o g r a p h s  of c o n s t r u c t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s  d u r i n g  t h e  r e v i e w  p e r i o d  a r e  s h o w n  in 

A p p e n d i x  B. 

NND Training Activities 

The Company and Contractor conducted Integrated Systems Validation ("ISV") testing 
in support of developing the Plant Reference Simulator ("PRS'j. This testing is required by the 
NRC to validate the simulator for use in the Operator Licensing Program. The Company is 
working with the NRC to certify their simulator as a Commission-Approved Simulator, ("CAS'), 

which will allow the early use of the simulator in the upcoming initial NRC Operator 
Examinations. When achieved, the CAS will be used to support the licensing of the first 
operator training class scheduled for later in the year. 
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The Company reported that several Information Technology Systems were continuing
to progress. The site fiber optic cable system back bone for the Units is complete. The
Configuration Management Information System ("CMIS") completed two demonstration runs to
test CMIS workflow routing. Work Management System is expected to begin module testing in
the second quarter of 2015.

Photographs of construction activities during the review period are shown in

Appendix B.

The Company and Contractor conducted Integrated Systems Validation ["ISV") testing
in support of developing the Plant Reference Simulator ("PRS'g. This testing is required by the
NRC to validate the simulator for use in the Operator Licensing Program. The Company is

working with the NRC to certify their simulator as a Commission-Approved Simulator, {"CAS'g,

which will allow the early use of the simulator in the upcoming initial NRC Operator
Examinations. When achieved, the CAS will be used to support the licensing of the first
operator training class scheduled for later in the year.
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2 0 1 1 ,  SCE&G e n t e r e d  i n t o  a c o n t r a c t  w i t h  Pike Electric, LLC for t h e  p e r m i t t i n g ,  

e n g i n e e r i n g  a n d  d e s i g n ,  p r o c u r e m e n t  o f  m a t e r i a l ,  a n d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  m u l t i p l e  t r a n s m i s s i o n  

lines a n d  a s s o c i a t e d  facilities r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  Units. 

Map 1 s h o w s  t h e  n e w  t r a n s m i s s i o n  l i n e s  a n d  facilities s u p p o r t i n g  t h e  Units. T h e  

t r a n s m i s s i o n  l i n e s  a r e  r e p r e s e n t e d  b y  t h e  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  l i n e  c o l o r  i n d i c a t e d  b e l o w :  

G r e e n  L i n e :  

VCS1-Killian Line is c o m p l e t e  a n d  e n e r g i z e d .  

R e d  L i n e :  

VCS2- Lake M u r r a y  Line No. 2 is c o m p l e t e  a n d  e n e r g i z e d .  

VCS2-St George Line No. 1 will b e  e n e r g i z e d  w h e n  t h e  r e m a i n i n g  St. George s e g m e n t  

( P u r p l e  Line) is complete. 

P u m l e  L i n e :  

VCS2-St. George Lines Nos. 1 a n d  2 a r e  c u r r e n t l y  u n d e r  c o n s t r u c t i o n  b e t w e e n  Lake 

M u r r a y  a n d  St. George. This w o r k  will p r o g r e s s  t h r o u g h  t h e  b u i l d  o u t  o f  t h e  S a l u d a  

River S u b s t a t i o n  w h i c h  is s c h e d u l e d  to b e  c o m p l e t e d  in A u g u s t  2 0 1 5 .  T h e  r e m a i n i n g  

s e g m e n t  w i l l  t r a v e l  from t h e  Saluda River S u b s t a t i o n  t o  t h e  St. George s w i t c h i n g  s t a t i o n ,  

w h i c h  is s c h e d u l e d  t o  b e  c o m p l e t e  i n  J u n e  2 0 1 6 .  

Y e l l o w  L i n e :  

The p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  VCS2-St. George Line No. 2 s e g m e n t  b e t w e e n  VCS2 a n d  t h e  Lake 

M u r r a y  s u b s t a t i o n  is complete. 

B l u e  L i n e :  

VCNS Lines t o  c o n n e c t  Unit 1 S w i t c h y a r d  w i t h  Units 2 a n d  3 S w i t c h y a r d  a r e  c o m p l e t e  

a n d  e n e r g i z e d .  
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In 2011, SCAG entered into a contract with Pike Electric, LLC for the permitting,
engineering and design, procurement of material, and construction of multiple transmission
lines and associated facilities related to the Units.

Map 1 shows the new transmission lines and facilities supporting the Units. The
transmission lines are represented by the corresponding line color indicated below:

frggaliag:
VCS1-Killian Line is complete and energized.

Eekline:
VCSZ- Lake Murray Line No. 2 is complete and energized.
VCSZ-St George Line No. 1 will be energized when the remaining St. George segment
(Purple Line) is complete.

Zurulel inc:
VCS2-St, George Lines Nos. 1 and 2 are currently under construction between Lake
Murray and St. George. This work will progress through the build out of the Saluda
River Substation which is scheduled to be completed in August 2015. The remaining
segment will travel from the Saluda River Substation to the St. George switching station,
which is scheduled to be complete in June 2016.

YdhisLLlue:
The portion of the VCSZ-St, George Line No. 2 segment between VCS2 and the Lake

Murray substation is complete.

BlmJiug:
VCNS Lines to connect Unit 1 Switchyard with Units 2 and 3 Switchyard are complete
and energized.
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SCE&G T r a n s m i s s i o n  L i n e s  a n d  F a c i l i t i e s  

S u p p o r t i n g  V.C. S u m m e r  U n i t s  2 & 3 
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New SCE8SG Transmission Lines and Facilities
Supporting V.C. Summer Units 2 8t 3
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SCE&G has identified the need to submit numerous License Amendment Requests 
("LARs11

) to the NRC. A LAR is the process by which a licensee requests changes to the COL 
issued by the NRC. The licensee may seek a Preliminary Amendment Request ("PARI)) to 
accompany a LAR. PARs allow the licensee to continue with construction at its own risk while 
awaiting final dispensation of the LAR. The Company filed two new LARs with the NRC and two 
were approved. A table of LARs submitted to the NRC, and accompanying PARs, if also 
submitted, is attached as Appendix C. 

Status of LARs 

The NRC conducts routine site inspections to monitor construction progress. 
The NRC issued its 4th Quarter Integrated Inspection Report Two Green Non-Cited 
Violations were documented. A Green finding is the least significant in the NRC 
Construction Reactor Oversight Process. Both findings were related to Design Control 
issues. The NRC also sent a three-member NRC Special inspection team to review the 
events of a coring operation that resulted in minor damage to the Unit 2 CV. Results of 
their investigations are provided in the "Notable Activities Occurring after March 31, 
2015," on page 18 of this report 

State Activities 

There were no state licensing activities during the review period. 
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Licensing and Inspection Activities

SCE&G has identified the need to submit numerous License Amendment Requests
("LARs") to the NRC. A LAR is the process by which a licensee requests changes to the COL

issued by the NRC. The licensee may seek a Preliminary Amendment Request ("PAR") to
accompany a LAR. PARs allow the licensee to continue with construction at its own risk while
awaiting final dispensation of the LAR. The Company filed two new LARs with the NRC and two
were approved. A table of LARs submitted to the NRC, and accompanying PARs, if also
submitted, is attached as Appendix C.

Status of LARs

Total
45

A roved
"28

Under Review
17

The NRC conducts routine site inspections to monitor construction progress.
The NRC issued its 4e'uarter Integrated Inspection Report. Two Green Non-Cited

Violations were documented. A Green finding is the least significant in the NRC

Construction Reactor Oversight Process. Both findings were related to Design Control
issues. The NRC also sent a three-member NRC Special inspection team to review the
events of a coring operation that resulted in minor damage to the Unit 2 CV. Results of
their investigations are provided in the "Notable Activities Occurring after March 31,
2015," on page 18 of this report

There were no state licensing activities during the review period.
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B u d g e t  R e v i e w  

ORS's budget review includes an analysis of the 1St quarter 2015 capital costs, project 
cash flow, escalation and Allowance for Funds Used During Construction ("AFUDC"). 

Capital Costs 

To determine how consistently the Company adheres to the budget approved by the 
Commission in Order No. 2012-884, ORS evaluates 9 major cost categories for variances. These 
cost categories are: 

1. Fixed with No Adjustment 
2. Firm with Fixed Adjustment A 
3. Firm with Fixed Adjustment B 
4. Firm with Indexed Adjustment 
5. Actual Craft Wages 
6. Non-Labor Cost 
7. Time & Materials 
8. Owners Costs 
9. Transmission Projects 

On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed a Petition with the Commission in Docket No. 2015-
103-E seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital 
cost schedule for the Units. This Petition includes incremental capital costs that total 
approximately $698 million (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars) ; of which $539 million are 
associated with these delays and other contested costs. The total project capital cost is now 
estimated at approximately $5.2 billion (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars) or $6.8 billion 
including escalation and AFUDC (SCE&G's portion in future dollars). The cumulative project 
cash flow amount projected to be spent on the Units by December 31, 2015 is $3.7 billion. 

The capital cost estimates presented in SCE&G's Quarterly Report are based on SCE&G's 
Petition. Therefore, until the Commission issues an order in response to SCE&G's Petition, ORS 
will not have the ability to provide complete updates on the status of the approved budget. 

Annual Request for Revised Rates 

Pursuant to the BLRA, SCE&G may request revised rates no earlier than one year after 
the request of a Base Load Review Order or any prior revised rates request. On May 29, 2015, 
SCE&G filed its Annual Request for Revised Rates (Docket 2015-160-E) with the Commission 
requesting a retail revenue increase of approximately $70 million (or approximately 2.78%). 
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Approved Budg

ORS's budget review includes an analysis of the 1" quarter 2015 capital costs, project
cash flow, escalation and Allowance for Funds Used During Construction ("AFUDC").

To determine how consistently the Company adheres to the budget approved by the
Commission in Order No. 2012-884, ORS evaluates 9 major cost categories for variances. These
cost categories are:

1. Fixed with No Adjustment
2, Firm with Fixed Adjustment A

3. Firm with Fixed Adjustment 8
4. Firm with Indexed Adjustment
5. Actual Craft Wages
6. Non-Labor Cost
7. Time & Materials
8, Owners Costs
9. Transmission Projects

On March 12, 2015, SCE&G filed a Petition with the Commission in Docket No. 2015-
103-E seeking approval to update the construction milestone schedule as well as the capital
cost schedule for the Units. This Petition includes incremental capital costs that total
approximately $698 million (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars); of which $539 million are
associated with these delays and other contested costs. The total project capital cost is now
estimated at approximately $5.2 billion (SCE&G's portion in 2007 dollars) or $6.8 billion
including escalation and AFUDC (SCE&G's portion in future dollars). The cumulative project
cash flow amount projected to be spent on the Units by December 31, 2015 is $3.7 billion.

The capital cost estimates presented in SCE&G's Quarterly Report are based on SCE&G's

Petition. Therefore, until the Commission issues an order in response to SCE&G's Petition, ORS

will not have the ability to provide complete updates on the status of the approved budget.

Pursuant to the BLRA, SCE&G may request revised rates no earlier than one year after
the request of a Base Load Review Order or any prior revised rates request. On May 29, 2015,
SCE&G filed its Annual Request for Revised Rates (Docket 2015-160-E) with the Commission
requesting a retail revenue increase of approximately $70 million (or approximately 2.78'Vo).
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SCE&G's R e v i s e d  R a t e  F i l i n g s  w i t h  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n .  

Table 4: 

Docket 

Nu. 

I I : • 

2009-211-E 

SCE&G Revised Rate Filings 

Order 
No. 

Hcqucsled 
Increase 

OHS 

Examin;~lion 

2009-104(A) I $8,986,000 ($1,183,509) ($1,183,509) 

2009-696 $22,533,000 $0 

;\pproved 

Increase 

·. : I • • 

$22,533,000 

Hetail 

Increase 

I • I 0.43% 

1.10% 

2010-157-E 2010-625 L.. ($7,260,000) 1 $47,301,000 l 2.31 o/o 

2011-207-E 2011-738 $58,537,000 ($5,753,658) $52,783,342 2.43% 

T . ---. 

2012-186-E 1 2012-761 _j $56,747,000 ' ($4,598,087) $52,148,913 2.33% 

2013·150-E t 2013·680(A] $69,671,000 ($2,430, 7 68) $67,240,232 2.87% 

2014-187-E 2014-785 $70,038,000 ($3,800,000) $66,238,000 l ~2% _j... 

2015·160·£ Pending $69,648,000 Pending Pending Pending 
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Table 4 shows a summary of SCERG's Revised Rate Filings with the Commission.

3'abl~e

I)IICI&CI

No.

SCE&G Revised Rate Filings
()I'(Icr RC(iucslcll OitS AI)l)I'IIVLIl

Nll. Ill cl'c I ac I'll II I I II'I ill) II I IICI'cl lee

Rcl;lil
I IICI'Lilac

2008-196-E 2009-104(A) $8,986,000 ($1,183,509)

2009-211-E 2009-696 $22,533,000 $0

$7,802,491

$22,533,000

0.43%

1.10'Yo

2010-157-E 2010-625 $54,561,000 ($7,260,000) $47,301,000

2011-207-E . 2011-738 $58,537,000 ($5,753,658) $52,783,342

2.31%

I

2.43'Yo

2012-186-E 2012-761

2013-150-E 2013-680(A)

2014-187-E 2014-785

2015- 160-E Pending

$56,747,000 '$4,598,087)

$69,671,000 ($2,430,768)

$52,148,913 2.33%a

$67,240,232 2.87%

2.829o

Pending

$70,038,000 ($3,800,000) i $ 66,238,000

$69,648,000
i

Pending — Pending
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ORS M o n i t o r i n g  A c t i v i t i e s  

ORS continually performs the following activities, as well as other monitoring activities 
as deemed necessary: 

• Audits capital cost expenditures and resulting AFUDC in Construction Work in 
Progress 

• Reviews invoices associated with the Milestone Schedule 

• Performs weekly on-site review of construction documents 

• Attends on-site Plan of the Day meetings with Project Managers 

• Attends on-site planning and scheduling meetings with Area Managers 

• Participates in monthly on-site observations of construction activities and 
progress 

• Holds monthly update meetings with SCE&G 

• Meets quarterly with representatives of the Consortium 

• Attends NRC Public Meetings regarding SCE&G COL and other construction 
activities 

• Visits vendor fabrication facilities 

Milestone Invoices 

The following milestones invoices were reviewed for completeness. 

• Milestone 102, Unit 2 Steam Generator at Port of Entry, 

• Milestone 104, Unit 3 Pressurizer Hydro Test, 

• Milestone 119, Unit 3 Main Transformers Fabricator Issued Purchase Order for 
material. 

Offsite Visits 

ORS visited the CB&l Laurens Manufacturing Facility ("CBI-Laurens'), in Laurens, South 
Carolina which fabricates piping and mechanical equipment to be installed in Unit 2 and Unit 3. 
Company personnel were in attendance and an overview of the CBI-Laurens Quality and 
Production processes was provided. The briefing was followed by a factory tour, where we 
observed several components being completed and a number of units loaded and ready for 
delivery to the site. 
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Additional ORS Monitoring Activities

ORS continually performs the following activities, as well as other monitoring activities
as deemed necessary:

~ Audits capital cost expenditures and resulting AFUDC in Construction Work in
Progress

~ Reviews invoices associated with the Milestone Schedule

~ Performs weekly on-site review of construction documents

~ Attends on-site Plan of the Day meetings with Project Managers

~ Attends on-site planning and scheduling meetings with Area Managers

~ Participates in monthly on-site observations of construction activities and
progress

~ Holds monthly update meetings with SCE&G

~ Meets quarterly with representatives of the Consortium

~ Attends NRC Public Meetings regarding SCESG COL and other construction
activities

~ Visits vendor fabrication facilities

The following milestones invoices were reviewed for completeness.

~ Milestone 102, Unit 2 Steam Generator at Port of Entry,

~ Milestone 104, Unit 3 Pressurizer Hydro Test,

~ Milestone 119, Unit 3 Main Transformers Fabricator Issued Purchase Order for
material.

ORS visited the CBgd Laurens Manufacturing Facility ("CBI-Laurens"), in Laurens, South
Carolina which fabricates piping and mechanical equipment to be installed in Unit 2 and Unit 3,

Company personnel were in attendance and an overview of the CBI-Laurens Quality and
Production processes was provided. The briefing was followed by a factory tour, where we
observed several components being completed and a number of units loaded and ready for
delivery to the site.
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C h a l l e n g e s  

Based upon the information provided by the Company in its Quarterly Report, as well as 
information obtained via additional monitoring activities, ORS identifies several ongoing 
construction concerns that create risk to the on-time completion of the Units. ORS continues to 
monitor these areas closely. 

Revised Schedule 

The Units are proceeding based on the revised SCDs for Unit 2 of June 19, 2019 and Unit 3 
of June 16, 2020, although SCE&G has not formally accepted these dates and will continue to 
explore mitigation and further negotiations. ORS repeats its concern that it is important to the 
successful completion of the Project that the schedule and cost estimates be formally finalized and 
fuJly implemented. Continued negotiations over these issues may divert management attention 
away from concentrating on the successful completion of the Project. This is borne out by SCE&G's 
statement in their Quarterly Report that the Consortium has already advised the Company that 
the SCDs have changed to August 10, 2019 for Unit 2 and May 28, 2020 for Unit 3. 

Structural Modules 

As identified in previous ORS reviews, one of the most significant issues related to the 
construction of the Units remains the continued inability of Chicago Bridge & Iron - Lake Charles 
("CB&I-LC") and the other sub-contracted module fabricators to reliably and predictably meet the 
quality and schedule requirements for fabricating and delivering the submodules, including the 
associated quality-related documentation. However, significant progress was made in this area. 

Welding on the Unit 2 CAOl module was nearing completion in the MAB and the module 
should be ready for setting in the CV. However, delays in pouring of concrete for Layer 3 inside the 
CV due to issues relating to the licensing basis code compliance of weldable couplings, as further 
discussed in the "Notable Activities Occurring after March 31, 20151" on page 18 of this report, 
may further delay the setting of CA01. Unit 2 module CAOS was set in the CV and work continues 
on its final alignment and installation. In addition, all sub-modules of Unit 2 CA02 are on-site and 
are now under assembly in the MAB with 5 of the 5 upended and ready for welding. 

Metal-TekSMCI in Lakeland, FL continued fabrication of the Unit 2 CA03 sub-modules and 
Unit 3 CA03 and CA04 sub-modules, and had their first delivery to the site. One of the seventeen 
sub-modules for Unit 2 CA03 and four of the five sub-modules for Unit 3 CA04 have been 
delivered to the site, along with their associated Certificates of Conformance. Work was underway 
to assemble and align the Unit 3 CA04 module. However, due to poor quality and schedule 
performance, the fabrication of Unit 3 CA03 sub-modules has been transferred from SMCI back to 
CB&I-LC. 
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Construction Challenges

Based upon the information provided by the Company in its Quarterly Report, as well as
information obtained via additional monitoring activities, ORS identifies several ongoing
construction concerns that create risk to the on-time completion of the Units. ORS continues to
monitor these areas closely.

The Units are proceeding based on the revised SCDs for Unit 2 of June 19, 2019 and Unit 3

of June 16, 2020, although SCE&G has not formally accepted these dates and will continue to
explore mitigation and further negotiations. ORS repeats its concern that it is important to the
successful completion of the Project that the schedule and cost estimates be formally finalized and
fully implemented. Continued negotiations over these issues may divert management attention
away from concentrating on the successful completion of the Project. This is borne out by SCE&G's

statement in their Quarterly Report that the Consortium has already advised the Company that
the SCDs have changed to August 10, 2019 for Unit 2 and May 28, 2020 for Unit 3.

As identified in previous ORS reviews, one of the most significant issues related to the
construction of the Units remains the continued inability of Chicago Bridge & Iron - Lake Charles
("CB&l-LC J and the other sub-contracted module fabricators to reliably and predictably meet the
quality and schedule requirements for fabricating and delivering the submodules, including the
associated quality-related documentation. However, significant progress was made in this area

Welding on the Unit 2 CA01 module was nearing completion in the MAB and the module
should be ready for setting in the CV. However, delays in pouring of concrete for Layer 3 inside the
CV due to issues relating to the licensing basis code compliance of weldable couplings, as further
discussed in the "Notable Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015," on page 18 of this report,
may further delay the setting of CA01. Unit 2 module CA05 was set in the CV and work continues
on its final alignment and installation. In addition, all sub-modules of Unit 2 CA02 are on-site and
are now under assembly in the MAB with 5 of the 5 upended and ready for welding,

Metal-Tek SMCI in Lakeland, FL continued fabrication of the Unit 2 CA03 sub-modules and
Unit 3 CA03 and CA04 sub-modules, and had their first delivery to the site. One of the seventeen
sub-modules for Unit 2 CA03 and four of the five sub-modules for Unit 3 CA04 have been
delivered to the site, along with their associated Certificates of Conformance. Work was underway
to assemble and align the Unit 3 CA04 module. However, due to poor quality and schedule
performance, the fabrication of Unit 3 CA03 sub-modules has been transferred from SMCI back to
CB&I-LC.
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Unit 3 CA01 

s u b - m o d u l e s  w i t h  2 o f  4 7  d e l i v e r e d  to t h e  site. Oregon Iron W o r k s  h a s  n o w  d e l i v e r e d  1 6  o f  72 

s u b - m o d u l e s  f o r  Unit 3 CA20. In a d d i t i o n ,  all s u b - m o d u l e s  for Unit 2 CA22 from G r e e n b e r r y  in 

Oregon w e r e  d e l i v e r e d  t o  t h e  s i t e  a n d  t h e  floor m o d u l e  i s  fully a s s e m b l e d  a n d  r e a d y  for s e t  

W o r k  c o n t i n u e d  on t h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  t h e  a n c h o r  blocks for Unit 2 m o d u l e  CA20 in t h e  AB 

w i t h  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t h r e e  q u a r t e r s  o f  t h e m  i n s t a l l e d .  However, t h e  n o r t h  wall o f  t h e  a l r e a d y  

i n s t a l l e d  m o d u l e  h a d  t o  b e  r e m o v e d  a n d  r e a l i g n e d  d u e  t o  c o n c e r n s  a b o u t  t h e  t o l e r a n c e s  of t h e  

e x i s t i n g  i n s t a l l a t i o n  e x c e e d i n g  allowable limits. T h e  i s s u e  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  Heavy 

Lift Derrick identified in ORS's 4th Quarter 2014 Report regarding the handling of the Unit 3 
module CA01 has been resolved and will not impact the construction. 

Although the fabrication, delivery, erection and installation still remain a critical issue on 
both units, progress is slowly being made, but is outside the bounds of the schedule. ORS remains 
concerned about this issue. 

Shield Buildin& Panels 

The critical path of both units is now identified as the fabrication and delivery of the SB 
panels. NNI's performance continues to show improvement with 57 of the 167 Unit 2 panels and 4 
of the 167 Unit 3 panels delivered to the site. The first course of Unit 2 panels have been fitted-up 
and aligned on the special assembly pad and detailed measurements made in preparation for their 
installation on the top of the AB walls. The second course has also been fitted on the assembly pad 
in preparation for welding two panel pairs together before installation on top of the first course SB 
panels. The delay in installation of the SB panels is also associated with resolution of the weldable 
coupling issue identified in the Structural Module section above. It is very important to the Project 
that installation of the SB panels begins soon if the Revised Schedule is to be met 

Plant Keference Simulator Software Testina 

SCE&G has advised that the ISV testing has been completed on similar software and 
hardware to that of the PRS, but that certification by the NRC was not expected until the end of 
2015 and this does not support the Company's operator training schedule. Therefore, SCE&G is 
seeking the approval of a CAS as an alternative in order to proceed with operator training and 
licensing. The Company expects to have NRC approval by Q3 2015. 

First-of-a-Kind Testin& 

SCE&G has identified in its Quarterly Report that some first-of-a-kind equipment and 
systems testing that were to be performed on the China AP1000 new nuclear units are not 
acceptable to the NRC, and that additional testing will be required on the Units. This issue may 
impact the overall costs and schedule. No definitive information has yet been provided in this area, 
and ORS will continue to monitor progress. 
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Work appears to be progressing well at Toshiba/IHI on the fabrication of the Unit 3 CA01

sub-modules with 2 of 47 delivered to the site. Oregon Iron Works has now delivered 16 of 72
sub-modules for Unit 3 CA20. In addition, all sub-modules for Unit 2 CA22 from Greenberry in

Oregon were delivered to the site and the floor module is fully assembled and ready for set

Work continued on the installation of the anchor blocks for Unit 2 module CA20 in the AB

with approximately three quarters of them installed. However, the north wall of the already
installed module had to be removed and realigned due to concerns about the tolerances of the
existing installation exceeding allowable limits. The issue dealing with the capacity of the Heavy
Lift Derrick identiTied in ORS's 4th Quarter 2014 Report regarding the handling of the Unit 3

module CA01 has been resolved and will not impact the construction.

Although the fabrication, delivery, erection and installation still remain a critical issue on
both units, progress is slowly being made, but is outside the bounds of the schedule. ORS remains
concerned about this issue.

The critical path of both units is now identified as the fabrication and delivery of the SB

panels. NNI's performance continues to show improvement with 57 of the 167 Unit 2 panels and 4
of the 167 Unit 3 panels delivered to the site. The first course of Unit 2 panels have been fitted-up
and aligned on the special assembly pad and detailed measurements made in preparation for their
installation on the top of the AB walls. The second course has also been fitted on the assembly pad
in preparation for welding two panel pairs together before installation on top of the first course SB

panels. The delay in installation of the SB panels is also associated with resolution of the weldable
coupling issue identified in the Structural Module section above. It is very important to the Project
that installation of the SB panels begins soon if the Revised Schedule is to be met

i n
SCE&G has advised that the ISV testing has been completed on similar software and

hardware to that of the PRS, but that certification by the NRC was not expected until the end of
2015 and this does not support the Company's operator training schedule. Therefore, SCE&G is

seeking the approval of a CAS as an alternative in order to proceed with operator training and
licensing. The Company expects to have NRC approval by Q3 2015.

Fir

SCE&G has identified in its Quarterly Report that some first-of-a-kind equipment and
systems testing that were to be performed on the China AP1000 new nuclear units are not
acceptable to the NRC, and that additional testing will be required on the Units. This issue may
impact the overall costs and schedule. No definitive information has yet been provided in this area,
and ORS will continue to monitor progress.
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5 0 0  h o u r  e n d u r a n c e  t e s t  w a s  u n d e r w a y  w i t h  t h e  modified 

t h r u s t  b e a r i n g  design a n d  w a s  e x p e c t e d  t o  b e  c o m p l e t e d  in June 2 0 1 5 .  The Squib Valves w i t h  t h e  

modified s e a l  design successfully c o m p l e t e d  t h e i r  s u b m e r g e n c e  qualification testing, a n d  a r e  

u n d e r g o i n g  t h e  final e n v i r o n m e n t a l  qualification t e s t s  w h i c h  a r e  also t o  b e  c o m p l e t e d  b y  June 

2015. However, e q u i p m e n t  s t o r a g e  a n d  p r o p e r  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  s t o r e d  a n d  installed e q u i p m e n t  

c o n t i n u e  to b e  a concern, especially for t h o s e  i t e m s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  o n - s i t e  for a n  e x t e n d e d  p e r i o d  

o f  time. 

Main Swjtchyard Capacitor Issues 

Several mitigating approaches to resolve the capacitor failures and overheating issues 
have been identified and are being actively pursued, including additional testing by the 
manufacturer. Although it does not appear that this issue will challenge the plant schedule or 
adversely impact the overall budget, the plan for resolution needs to be schedules and expedited. 

License Amendment Reviews 

Numerous LARs will be required to be approved by the NRC. There have been 45 filed 
with the NRC thus far with 28 approved and 17 pending review. Several are approaching the 
required approval date which could delay construction if they are not approved by the NRC. ORS 
will continue to monitor LAR status and progress. 

CyberSecurity 

The continuing issues with cyber security compliance are a source of concern for the 
Project and for ORS. Phase II of this program has now been well defined and an estimate of $18.8 
million has been submitted by SCE&G as part of its filing to the Commission. However, this cost is 
contingent on sharing the cost with the Vogtle plants, and an agreement with Southern Nuclear 
Company has not yet been reached. In addition, the potentially significant issue of vendor 
compliance with cyber security requirements (now identified as Phase III) has not yet been 
adequately addressed and the concern is that there may be hardware or software modifications to 
equipment already on-site and that this may adversely impact the plant start-up schedule. Full 
resolution of this issue will be monitored by the ORS. 

Construction ProductivitY 

SCE&G has identified in its Petition that the low productivity of the construction work 
force has increased the cost of the Project. Corrective measures have been identified to improve 
this productivity, but the impact of these corrective measures is not yet known. ORS has been 
concerned with this issue for some time, but it was not definitively apparent until the revised 
budgets were formulated. Low productivity could also affect schedule performance. 
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The Reactor Coolant Pumps 500 hour endurance test was underway with the modified
thrust bearing design and was expected to be completed in June 2015, The Squib Valves with the
modified seal design successfully completed their submergence qualification testing, and are
undergoing the final environmental qualification tests which are also to be coinpleted by June
2015. However, equipment storage and proper maintenance of stored and installed equipment
continue to be a concern, espedally for those items that have been on-site for an extended period
of time.

Several mitigating approaches to resolve the capacitor failures and overheating issues
have been identified and are being actively pursued, including additional testing by the
manufacturer. Although it does not appear that this issue will challenge the plant schedule or
adversely impact the overall budget, the plan for resolution needs to be schedules and expedited.

Numerous LARs will be required to be approved by the NRC. There have been 45 filed
with the NRC thus far with 28 approved and 17 pending review. Several are approaching the
required approval date which could delay construction if they are not approved by the NRC. ORS

will continue to monitor LAR status and progress.

The continuing issues with cyber security compliance are a source of concern for the
Project and for ORS, Phase 11 of this program has now been well defined and an estimate of $18.8

million has been submitted by SCE&G as part of its filing to the Commission. However, this cost is

contingent on sharing the cost with the Vogtle plants, and an agreement with Southern Nuclear
Company has not yet been reached. In addition, the potentially signiTicant issue of vendor
compliance with cyber security requirements (now identified as Phase III) has not yet been
adequately addressed and the concern is that there may be hardware or soibvare modifications to
equipment already on-site and that this may adversely impact the plant start-up schedule. Full

resolution of this issue will be monitored by the ORS,

SCEIkG has identified in its Petition that the low productivity of the construction work
force has increased the cost of the Project. Corrective measures have been identified to improve
this productivity, but the impact of these corrective measures is not yet lmown. ORS has been
concerned with this issue for some time, but it was not definitively apparent until the revised
budgets were formulated. Low productivity could also affect schedule performance.
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O c c u r r i n g  a f t e r  Marcli 3 1 ,  2 0 1 5  

The BLRA allows SCE&G 45 days from the end of the current quarter to file its Quarterly 
Report Items of importance that occurred subsequent to the Review Period are reported below. 

NRC Notice of Violatjon 

On April 20, 2015, the NRC issued a letter (EA-14-085) to CB&l with a Notice ofViolation 
and proposed imposition of a civil penalty of $11,200 as a result of NRC Investigation Report No. 
2-2013-024. A copy of the cover letter may be found in Appendix E. 

NRC Speclallnspectjon Results 

The NRC followed-up with the results of its investigation of the February 9th event where, 
CB&I workers were core drilling the concrete floor inside the Unit 2 CVBH. In the process, CB&I 
cut some safety-related rebar and damaged the Unit 2 CVBH. The damage was confirmed on 
February 12th when the hole was examined using a borescope. The NRC concluded the inspection 
with no cited violations, but indicated the potential for two Green Non-Cited Violations related to 
reporting and review and verification of field configuration for design control processes. The 
minor damage was repaired and the additional dowels that were required were properly installed 
to the correct depth and configuration. On June 10, 2015, the NRC issued its final report 
concerning the CVBH damage incident to the Company. The NRC Letter referencing the report 
may be found in Appendix F. 

Petition Settlement AKreement 

On June 29, 2015, a Settlement Agreement was provided to the Commission under Docket 
NO. 2015-103-E, representing an agreement between SCE&G, ORS and the South Carolina Energy 
Users Committee concerning SCE&G's Petition. The SCE&G Settlement Agreement announcement 
may be found in Appendix G of this report, and is subject to approval by the Commission under the 
referenced docket 

Weldable CouplinK Issue 

Issues regarding the licensing basis code compliance of weldable couplers have been 
identified and are delaying the concrete pour of Layer 3 and 4 in the CV until they can be resolved 
with the NRC. The licensing basis was established using the 1992 AWS Code; however, the 
Consortium applied AWS Dl.l-2000 criteria! for structural welds. A difference exists between 
these two welding codes, and SCE&G has advised that resolution will require a LAR submittal and 
a PAR from the NRC in order to reduce further delays to construction. This approval is being 
pursued with the NRC. 
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Notable Activities Occurring after March 31, 2015

The BLRA allows SCE&G 45 days from the end of the current quarter to file its Quarterly
Report Items of importance that occurred subsequent to the Review Period are reported below.

On April 20, 2015, the NRC issued a letter (EA-14-005) to CB&i with a Notice of Violation

and proposed imposition of a civil penalty of $ 11,200 as a result of NRC Investigation Report No,

2-2013-024. A copy of the cover letter may be found in Appendix E

The NRC followed-up with the results of its investigation of the February 9a'vent where,
CB&l workers were core drilling the concrete floor inside the Unit 2 CVBH. In the process, CB&l

cut some safety-related rebar and damaged the Unit 2 CVBH. The damage was confirmed on
February 12ia when the hole was examined using a borescope, The NRC concluded the inspection
with no cited violations, but indicated the potential for two Green Non-Cited Violations related to
reporting and review and verification of field configuration for design control processes. The
minor damage was repaired and the additional dowels that were required were properly installed
to the correct depth and configuration. On June 10, 2015, the NRC issued its final report
concerning the CVBH damage incident to the Company. The NRC Letter referencing the report
may be found in Appendix F.

On June 29, 201S, a Settlement Agreement was provided to the Commission under Docket

NO. 2015-103-E, representing an agreement between SCE&G, ORS and the South Carolina Energy
Users Committee concerning SCE&G's Petition. The SCE&G Settlement Agreement announcement
may be found in Appendix G of this report, and is subject to approval by the Commission under the
referenced docket

issues regarding the licensing basis code compliance of weldable couplers have been
identified and are delaying the concrete pour of Layer 3 and 4 in the CV until they can be resolved
with the NRC. The licensing basis was established using the 1992 AWS Code; however, the
Consortium applied AWS D1.1-2000 criterial for structural welds. A difference exists between
these two welding codes, and SCE&G has advised that resolution will require a LAR submittal and
a PAR from the NRC in order to reduce further delays to construction. This approval is being
pursued with the NRC.
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3 C o m p l e t e d  M i l e s t o n e s  

On July 7, 2015, SCE&G announced the completion of two major milestones on Unit 3: 
the setting of CA04 (Reactor Vessel Structural Module) and the delivery of the Unit 3 Reactor 
Vessel to the site. The announcement may be found in Appendix H of this report. 
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On July 7, 2015, SCE&G announced the completion of two maJor milestones on Unit 3:

the setting of CA04 it'Reactor Vessel Structural Module) and the delivery of the Unit 3 Reactor
Vessel to the site. The announcement may be found in Appendix H of this report.
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ORS A U D I T  D E P A R T M E N T  R E Q U E S T  F O R M  

S o u t h  Ca1·olina E l e c t r i c  a n d  G a s  C o m p a n y  

D o c k e t  N o. 2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

P l e a s e  a e k n ( } w ] e d g e  r e c e j p t  o f  r f q u e s t  by email. 

For information the Company deems con:fidential1 the Company must:· 
1. Inse1t placeholders and separate the confidential infonnation from the non-contldential ,information. 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM : 

UTILITY: 

The placeholders will alert the reader that a response containing confidential infmmation was 
removed and sent separate from the non-confidential information; 

2. Mark each page of the confidential infonnation as "CONFIDENTLU/' Only confidential 
pages/information should be marked confidential; 

3. Provide a list of the confidential information along with the total number of pages for each 
confidential item on the list. The list should be provided witl,l each copied set of confidential 
infmmation; and, 

4. For EACH item marl<ed "CONFIDENTIAL" state specifically why the item is confide:Qtial, 
the person who made the determination, and their contact information (telephone and email). 

AprH 20, 2015 

Byron Hinson, Chad Burgess 

Gene G. Soult 

South Carolina EleciTic & Gas Company 
Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction Sch edule 
Docket No. 2015-103-E 

AUDIT PURPOSE: Follow up on initial AIR submittal 

REQUEST TBE FOLLOWING ITEMS BE PROVIDED BY: 4/27/2015 

REQUEST DESC!UPTION: 

Confidential 

1. 1-4- Attachment 3- Please provide the detail breakdown of delay costs for each item 
listed on Attachment 3, including the 76 Cost Centers. 

2. 1-4-Attachment 4- Please provide a cost analysis of using Contract vs. FTE personnel 
for program development activities, especially in the area of program development 
verses long-te1m program maintenance requirements. 

3. 1-4~Attachment 6.a- Please provide the cost benefit for the additional APOG Costs, is 
there an altema:tive solution? Please note if there is a refund provided if additional 
new members join. 

4. 1-4-Attachment 6. b- _Please provide the cost breakdown for each of the 159 cost 
centers. 

5. 1-4 Attachment 6. c. Mechanical Maintenance Equipment- Please define the 
additional Mechanical Maintenance Equipment 'required that was not in previous 

1 • DEFENDANT'S 
- ~IBIT I 2 44# 
~ '0--2~~ 
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NND REQUEST-GGS-//-2

ORS AUDIT DEPARTMENT REQUEST FORM
South Carolina Electric and Gas Company

Docket No. 2015-103-E
Please acl&noivledge receipt of request by email.

For information the Company deems confidential, thc Company must".

1. Insert placeholders and separate the confidential infoimation &om the non-confidential information.
The placeholders will alert the reader that a response containing confidential inf&aruation was
removed and sent separate fi&om the non-confidenlial information;

2. Marl& each page of the c'onfiidential iuformation as "CONFIDENTLAL" Only confidential
pages/information should be marked confidential;

3. Pxovide a list ofthe confidential information along with the total number ofpages for each
confidential item on the list. The list should be provided with each copied set of confidential
information; and,

4. For EACH item marked "CONFIDENTIAL" state specifically why the item is confidential,
the person who made the deteimiuation, and their contact iuformation (telephone and email).

DATE: April 20, 2015

TO: Byrou Hinson, Chad Burgess

FROM: Gene G. Sault

UTILITY: South CarolinaElectrlc dtc Gas Company
Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Constructlou Schedule
Docket No. 2015-103-E

AUDIT PURPOSE: Follow up on initial AIR submittal

REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEMS BX PROVIDED BY& 4/27/2015

REQUEST DESCRIPTION:

1. 1-4- Attachment 3- Please provide the detail breakdown of delay costs for each item
listed on Attachment 3, including the 76 Cost Centers.

2. I-4-Attachment 4- Please provide a cost analysis ofusing Contract vs. FTE personnel
for program development activities, especially in'the area ofpxogram development
verses long-teim program maintenance xequirements,

3. I-4-Attachment 6.a- Please provide the cost benefit for the additional APOG Costs, is
there an alternative solutionp Please note if there is a refund provided if additional
new members join.

4. I-4-Attachment 6. b- Please provide the cost breakdown for each ofthe 159 cost
centers.

5. 1-4 Attachment 6. c. Mechanical Maintenance Equipment- Please define the
additional Mechanical Maintenance Equipment'required that was not in previous

Cccfidccual ORS SCEG 01204231



C0-17 f r o m  T & M  to F u m  

w i t h  i n d e x e d  a d j u s t m e n t ,  i n c l u d i n g  n o n - l a b o r  costs. · 

7 .  1 - 1 5 - P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  l i s t  o f ( " n u m e r o u s " )  c h a n g e  r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t h e  c o m p a n y  is i n  

p o s s e s s i o n  o f  t h a t  w i l l  e x t e n d  t h e  COD dates. 

8. 1 - 1 6 - i t e m  4- P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  P r o d u c t i v i t y  r a t e  t h a t  is a s s u m e d  t o  a c h i e v e  U n i t  3 

S u b s t a n t i a l  C o m p l e t i o n  d a t e  w i t h i n  t h e  y e a r  f o l l o w i n g  U n i t  2 S u b s t a n t i a l  C o m p l e t i o n  

date. 

9 .  1 - 2 1 - a. T h e  P r o p o s e d  S e t t l e m e n t  A g r e e m e n t  S c h e d u l e  for U n i t  2 s h o w s  s i g n i f i c a n t  

n e g a t i v e  v a r i a n c e  f r o m  t h e  c u n e n t  date t h r o u g h  t h e  substm1tial c o m p l e t i o n  date. 

P l e a s e  s t a t e  w h y  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  s h o u l d  a c c e p t  t h i s  as b e i n g  a p m d e n t  s c h e d u l e  

g i v e n  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  n e g a t i v e  v a r i a n c e .  

1 0 .  1 . 2 1 - b. P l e a s e  s t a t e  t h e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  p e r f o r m i n g  c o n s t m c t i o n  o n  t h e  U n i t  2 S h i e l d  

B u i l d i n g  d u r i n g  t h e  U n i t  2 C o n t a i n m e n t  I L R T  p r e s s u r i z a t i o n .  

11. 1 - 2 9 - A t t a c h m e n t  1- P l e a s e  i n d i c a t e  t h e  a m o u n t  t h a t  was p a i d ,  i f  a n y  for e a c h  invoice, 

a n d  t h e  a c t i o n  t o  t h a t  w a s  / w i l l  b e  t a k e n  to r e s o l v e  e a c h  i n v o i c e ,  w i t h  t h e  e s t i m a t e d  

c o m p l e t i o n  date. · 

12. 1-30- P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  C o m p a n y ' s  c o s t  r e m e d y  b e y o n d  L i q u i d a t e d  D a m a g e s  to 

r e s o l v e  f u t u r e  delays i l l  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  and s t a r t u p  o f V C S  2&3. 

1~. 1-33- Are the commodity additions/deletions listed ill this response illclusive for 
Units 2&3? 

14. 1-34- Please provide the detail breakdown for the requested $72 million increase in 
the Target Price. Include as a separate line item the Target Scope impact of 
additional labor costs :for implementing the CV design changes and note the reason 
for the design change. 

15. 1-35- Please provide the NNI schedule for de livelY of SB panels without spending the 
additional amount requested. 

16. 1-36- Please provide the schedule for the delivery of the SB Roof material 
components. 

17. 1-38-PlantLayout Security- What impact will this Change Order have on the 
proposed Unit 2& 3 substantial completion date? 

Gene G. Soult, ORS, SRA 

2 
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approvals and the cost benefit analysis for not contracting this equipment when
needed.

6. 1-11- Please provide a detail list of the items moved in CO-17 from T&M to Fhm
with hrdexed adjustment, including non-labor costs.

7. 1-15- Please provide the list of ("numerous") change requests that the company is in
possession of that will extend the COD dates.

8. 1-16- item 4- Please provide the Productivity rate that is assumed to achieve Unit 3

Substantial Completion date within the year. following Unit 2 Substantial Completion
date.

9. 1-21- a. The Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2 shows significant
negative vaidance fiom the cmrent date through the substantial completion date.
Please state why the Commission should accept this as being a pmdent schedule
given the sigrdficaut negative variance.

10. 1.21- b. Please state the criteria for performing construction on the Unit 2 Shield
Building during the Unit 2 Containment ILRT. pressurization.

11. 1-29- Attachment 1- Please indicate the amount that was paid, if any for each iuvoice,
snd the action to that was /will be taken to resolve each iuvoice, with the estimated
completion date.

12. 1-30- Please provide the Company's cost remedy beyond Liquidated Damages to
resolve future delays iu the construction and startup of VCS 2&3.

13. 1-33- Are the commodity additions/deletions listed in this response inclusive for
Units 2&3?

14. 1-34- Please provide the detail breakdown for the requested $72 million increase in
the Target Price. Include as a separate line item the Target Scope impact of
additional labor costs:For implementing the CV design changes snd note the reason
for the design change.

15. 1-35- Please provide the NNI schedule for delivery of SB panels without spending the
additional amount requested.

16. 1-36- Please provide the schedule for the delivery of the SB Roof mateidal
components.

17. 1-38-Plant Layout Security — What impact will this Change Order have on the
proposed Unit 2& 3 substantial completion date?

Thank you,

Gene G. Soult, ORS, SRA

Coofidoosol ORS SCEG 01204232
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Confidential 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question# 1 

1-4 Attachment 3- Please provide the detail breakdown of delay costs for each item listed 
on Attachment 3, including the 76 Cost Centers 

Response: 

Please see the Attached Supplemental information. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC 34 GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-¹2

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E

uestion ¹ 1

1-4 Attachment 3 — Please provide the detail breakdown of delay costs for each item listed
on Attachment 3, including the 76 Cost Centers

~R

Please see the Attached Supplemental information.

Cnnfidensal ORS SCEG 01204233



#1 

AIR 1 - 4 A t t a c h m e n t 3  (Supplemental) 

S u m m a r y  o f  O t h e r  Delay Costs by D e p a r t m e n t  

$ 0 0 0  

, .  

__ -,-., I, Dep;!rtment.. 
687-NND Construction: Construction Oversight Contractors 

811, 812-Corporate Taxes: Sales Tax Payments to SC Department of Revenue 

209-NND Nuclear licensing: Additional NRC resident and Inspection costs 
727-New Nuclear Deployment: AddltlonaiiNPO Fees 
727-New Nuclear Deployment: Additional APOG Fees 
657, 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074-Unit 2&3 Maintenance Administration: 
Replacement Parts for Maintenance Department 
231-248, 255, 322 and 467 Executive Oversight: SCAN A Management and 
Oversight labor 
209-NND Nuclear Llcensing: Additional licensing Contractors 
825-NND Emergency Planning: Additional FEMA/State/County Fees 

543, 545, 655 -Unit 2&3 Design Engineering/Unit 2&3 Engineering 
Programs/NND Operations Readiness: Additional OR Engineering Travel 
285-NND Training: Additional Training Dept Computers and Phones 
Similar Cost increases spanning 76 cost centers: 

197- NND Engineering 
209-NND Nuclear Licensing 
232-NND Business & Financial Service 
233-NND Quality Assurance 
285-NND Training 
659-NND Control Room Operations 
687-NND Construction 
727-New Nuclear Deployment 
825-NND Emergency Planning 
827-NND Security & 200 Nuclear Protection Services 
828-NND Chemistry and 234 Chemistry VC Summer 
839-NND Organizational Dev and Perf 
896-NND Health Physics and 539 Health Physics 
1021-NND Finance 
1035-Unit 2&3 Materials and Procurement 
1039-Emergency Response Unit 
540-Unit 2&3 Business and Finance 
543, 545, 655- Unit 2&3 Design Engineering/Unit 2&3 
544-Unlt 2&3 Docs and Controls 
656-Unlt 2&3 Fuels, Analysis, PRA 
657, 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074-Unlt2&3 Maintenance Administration 
658-Unlt 2&3 Outage and 1023 Planning & Scheduling 
682-Unit 2&3 OD&P 
683-Unit 2&3 QA 
684-Unit 2&3llcensing 
1068-NND Organization Effectiveness 
117-Generatlon Environmental Supp and ll8 Gas 
126-Work Force Planning 
130-Corporate Communications: 130, 303,497,502, 670, 807 
145-148 and 149 Transmission 
157-Regulatory Affairs Admin Gen 
174-Property Accounting and Corp Accounting Services 
185-Nuclear licensing 
212-Corporate Payables 
225-Resource Planning A&G 
311-VCS HR Team 
351- Legal 
392-& 444 SCAN A & VCS1 Strategic Sourcing 
440-0fflce of Risk Management & Treasurer 
532- and 533 Power Delivery 
595-NND legal 
607-Aviation 
806-SCANA Legal Regulatory 
80S-Government Affairs Econ Dev 
231-248, 255, 322 and 467 Executive Oversight 
811, 812-Corporate Taxes 
1813-Audit Services Department 
817-0fflce General Counsel 
860-Civil Engineering 
955-Market & Operations Risk Opt. 
1111-NND Non Split 
Subtotal 

Total 

CONFIDENTIAl 

Delay Costs 
$ 12,400 

$ 5,750 

$ 4,300 

$ 1,950 

$ 1,800 

$ 1,650 

$ 1,000 

$ BOO 

$ 700 

$ 650 
$ 600 

$. 854 

$ 218 

$ 338 

$ 617 

$ 386 

$ 570 
$ 613 

$ 4,487 
$ 459 

$ 795 
$ 1,468 

$ 114 

$ 243 

$ 111 
$ 128 

$ 109 

$ 6 

$ 1,067 

$ 212 

$ 86 

$ 1,634 

$ 537 

$ 54 

$ 306 

$ 18 

$ 474 

$ 52 
$ 211 

$ 228 

$ 79 

$ 660 

$ 208 

$ 118 
$ 48 
$ 72 
$ 337 

$ 71 
$ 363 

$ 24 

$ 531 

$ 691 

$ 293 

$ 410 

$ 134 

$ 464 

$ 25 
$ 256 

$ 103 

$ 13 

$ 6 
$ {6,552) 

$ 14,751 

$ 46,351 
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811, 811 Corporate Taws Sales Taa Psvmeots to 5C Dapartnient oF Revenue

209 NND Nuchar Licensing AddltionalNRCresldentandimpaction casts

657, 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074 Unit 2&3 Ma nte nance Administration
Replacement Fartsfor Mamtenance Department
231.-246,255, 522 and 467 Evecutiue Oversfght SCANA Managementand
Dueralght Mhor

543, 545, 655 - Unit 283 0 asign Englneenng/Unit 2&3 Engineering
Programs/NN0 Oa erat fons Readiness Additional OR Eng inc anna Trausf

203 NNO Nuclear Licrnslng

232 NND 0 usiness & Flnanc s I Service
~ ~

~... I '

~

~ i

1063. NN 0 Organisation Effenfveness
117 Generation Emironm entai Supp an 5 11'll 0 as

126 Work Force Planning
130 Corporate Comm unimtlnns: 130, 303 497 502, 67D, 807

817-Offlce General Caunsel
860 Gvg Engineering



SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS -#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question#2 

1-4-Attachment 4- Please provide a cost analysis of using Contract vs. FTE personnel for 
program development activities, especially in the area of program development verses long
term program maintenance requirements. 

Response: 

As stated in the Petition and the response to AIR 1-4, SCE&G identified the need for 64 
additional employees. Forty three of these are needed to support the Operational Readiness 
effort within the Engineering, Planning, Scheduling, and Outage, Records and Documents, 
and Administrative Management departments. Within the Operational Readiness phase of 
construction, these employees, among other things will continue to support the 
development of operating and safety procedures as well as the engineering and other 
program document needs. In addition, these personnel are needed for the proper 
identification and transfer of the needed design and operating information from the 
consortium to the owner. The scope of this task has been determined to be greater than 
originally anticipated and as such, has been instrumental in determining the additional 
resource needs. Subsequent to the plant's start-up, these employees are needed to support 
the ongoing operation of the plant. Current levels of effort at VCS Unit 1 have required 
continued focus on Unit 1 with limited ability to share with VCS Units 2/3 to the degree 
originally anticipated. To assure that VCS Unit 1 continues its exemplary operating record 
into the future, the need for additional long term Unit 2/3 employees has been required. 

Based upon years of operating experience with Unit 1, the cost of an employee would be less 
than the cost of a contractor over the plant's expected operating life of 60 years. Current 
contractor labor rates added to per diem exceed the cost of a regular full time SCE&G 
employee. 

CONfiDENTIAL 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAI'F'S NND RE UEST-GGS A2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

uestion /t2

1-4-Attachment 4- Please provide a cost analysis of using Contract vs. FTE personnel for
program development activities, especially in the area ofprogram development verses long-
term program maintenance requirements.

~R:
As stated. in the Petition and. the response to AIR 1-4, SCE&G identified the need. for 64
additional employees. Forty three of these are needed to support the Operational Readiness
effort within the Engineering, Planning, Scheduling, and Outage, Records and Docuraents,
and Administrative Management departments. Within the Operational Readiness phase of
construction, these employees, among other things will continue to support the
development of operating and safety procedures as well as the engineering and other
program document needs. In addition, these personnel axe needed for the proper
identification and transfer of the needed design and operating information from the
consortium to the owner. The scope of this task has been determined to be greater than
originally anticipated and as such, has been instrumental in determining the additional
resource needs. Subsequent to the plant's start-up, these employees are needed to support
the ongoing operation. of the plant. Current levels of effort at VCS Unit 1 have required
continued focus on Unit 1 with limited ability to share with VCS Units 2/6 to the degree
originally anticipated. To assure that VCS Unit 1 continues its exemplary operating record
into the future, the need for additional long term Unit 2/8 employees has been requixed.

Based upon years of operating experience with Unit 1, the cost of an employee would be less
than the cost of a contractor over the plant's expected operating life of 60 years. Current
contractor labor rates added. to per diem exceed the cost of a regular full time SCE&G
employee.

CQNFIBENTIAL

Confidential ORS SCEG 01204235



· SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question#3 

1-4 Attachment 6.a-Please provide the cost benefit for the additionalAPOG Costs, is there an 
alternative solution? Please note if there is a refund provided if additional new members 
join. 

Response: 

APOG is currently comprised of fom utilities. APOG allows for the pooling of resources and 
subsequent sharing of costs for many common tasks which would otherwise need to be 
completed four separate times. An example of this relates to the NRC's Fukushima 
requirements. In addition, operations question exam bank development costs are currently 
being shared equally among APOG utilities. Cmrent resources within SCE&G alone would 
not have been sufficient to complete these efforts without the support of the APOG 
resources. Other activities being shared within APOG relate to equipment reliability, 
generic NRC correspondence review and the cost of development and NRC review of shared 
license amendment documents. In addition to cost sharing, there are many intangible 
benefits such as procedure review activities that provide invaluable resomces and expertise 
for oversight of the contractor and result in superior operating procedures. Previous 
industry operating experience with this type of cooperation and collaboration in the nuclear 
industry is cost effective, has proven successful time and time again, and is essential for om 
futme operating success. 

The APOG Operating Agreement states that additional members, if any, would share in the 
costs incurred on a retroactive basis for the tasks th?Y choose to benefit from. This would 
ultimately result in a refund or decreased future APOG contribution. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC 5t GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS&2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

uestion 48

1-4 Attachment 6.a-Please provide the cost benefit for the additional APOG Costs, is thexe an
alternative solution? Please note if there is a refund provided if additional new members
join.

APOG is currently comprised of four utilities. APCG allows for the pooling of resources and
subsequent sharing of costs for, many common tasks which would otherwise need tc be
completed four separate times. An example of this relates to the NRC's Fukushima
requirements. In addition, operations question exam bank development costs are currently
being shared equally among APOG utilities. Current resources within SCE54G alone would.
not have been sufficient to complete these efforts without the support of the APOG
resources. Other activities being shared. within APOG relate to equipment reliability,
generic NRC correspondence review and the cost of development and NRC review of shared
license amendment documents. In addition to cost sharing, there are many intangible
benefits such as procedure review activities that provide invaluable resouxces and expertise
for oversight of the contractor and result in superior operating procedures. Previous
industry operating experience with this type of cooperation and. collaboration in the nuclear
industry is cost effective, has pxoven successful time and time again, and is essential for our
future operating success.

The APOG Operating Agreement states that additional members, it any, would share in the
costs incurred on a retroactive basis for the tasks they choose to benefit fcom. This would
ultimately result in a refund or decreased I'uture APCG contribution.

CONIFIOENTNL

Confidensal oas scEG 01264236



S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS C O M P A N Y  

O F F I C E  O F  R E G U L A T O R Y  S T A F F ' S  N N D  R E Q U E S T - G G S - - # 2  

D O C K E T  N O .  2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

Q . u e s t i o n  # 4  

1 - 4 - A t t a c h m e n t  6 . b - P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  c o s t  b r e a k d o w n  f o r  e a c h  o f  t h e  1 5 9  c o s t  c e n t e r s .  

R e s p o n s e :  

S e e  A I R  1 - 4 - A t t a c h m e n t  6.b. 

..... .. ~···· 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC 4'n GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGUZATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS&2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

1-4-Attachment 6.b-Please provide the cost breakdown for each of the 159 cost centers.

See AIIt 1-4-Attachment G.b.

confidential ORS SCEG 01204237



Request-GGS-112 

AIR 1 - 4  A t t a c h m e n t  6 . b  

O t h e r  Non-Delay Costs 

O t h e r  N o n l a b o r  Changes (Outside Services, e t c  o f 1 5 9  CCs) 

$ 0 0 0  

ifo~ ciiiitcenters 
ReP.resented DSP.artment 

1019-NND 1ST (Includes CCs 198, 424, 523, 546, & 1019)- The 1ST cost centers have been 
classified separately, and these other Non-Delay Costs are identified in AIR 1-4Attachment 

5 5 
3 1021-NND Finance (and CC 353 & 944) 

1 1023- Unit 2 & 3 Planning & Scheduling 

2 1035-Unit 2&3 Materials and Procurement and 284 Procurement Systems 
2 1039-Emergency Response Unit and 728 Nuclear Safety 
1 lOS-Interns· Workforce Planning 
2 117, 118-Generatlon Environmental Supp 
2 126-Work Force Planning and 1034 SVP SCAN A Administration 

Variance (In 
2007[Sct;I!<G $sl 

$ -
$ (17) 

$ 196 
$ (105) 
$ 344 
$ 10 
$ (18) 

$ 259 
130-Corporate Communications (Includes CCs lOS, 130, 302, 303, 347, 483, 606, 670, 807, & 

10 949) $ 2 
4 145-Transmission (Includes ccs 145,148,149, & 542) $ 15 
2 157-Reguiatory Affairs Admin Gen and 361 Gas Rates & Regulatory Accounting $ (289) 
4 174-Property Accounting (Includes CCs 174,196,211, & 517) $ 4 
1 185-Nuclear licensing $ 42 
1 197- NND Design Engineering $ 1,170 
2 209-NND Nuclear Licensing and 120 Corporate Environmental Admin $ 579 
2 212-Corporate Payables and 228 Controller SCANA $ (9) 
1 221-land Management $ 4 
1 225-Resource Planning A&G $ 92 
1 232-NND Business & Financial Service $ (40) 

1 233-NND Quality Assurance $ 295 
1 265-Network Communications $ 14 
2 285-NND Training and 252 Nuclear Operations Training $ 50 
1 311-VCS HR Team $ 224 
1 351-Legal Department $ 36 
4 392· SCANA Strategic sourcing (Includes ccs 385, 392, 400, & 444) $ (94) 

1 423-Tele Chargeback $ (5) 

1 440-0ffice of Risk Management & Treasurer $ (16) 

1 509-Telecommunlcations $ (96) 
4 532· Power Delivery (Includes CCs 147, 532, 533, & 626) $ 118 
2 540-Unlt 2&3 Business and Finance and 628 Financial Services VCS1 $ (8) 

2 544-Unit 2&3 Docs and Controls and 524 Document Control Admin Services $ (25) 
3 552-IST Charge back (Includes CCs 522, 552, & 559) $. 491 
1 595-NND legal $ (1,107) 

1 607-Avlatlon $ (106) 

622-Facillties Plan· The Facilities Plan cost centers have been classified separately, and 
1 these other Non-Delay Costs are Identified in AIR 1-4 Attachment 6 $ -
1 656-Unit 2&3 Fuels, Analysis, PRA $ (52) 
1 658-Unit 2 & 3 Outage $ 74 
1 659-NND Control Room Operations $ (47) 
1 682-Unit 2&3 OD&P $ (21) 
1 683-Unit2&3 OA $ 151 
1 684-Unlt 2&3 Ucenslng $ (14) 
1 687-NND Construction $ 590 

4 727-New Nuclear Deployment (and cc 987, 993, & 994) $ 2,272 

1 806-SCANA Leg a I Regulatory $ 422 

1 SOB-Government Affairs Econ Dev $ 102 
5 809-Executive Oversight (Includes CCs 255,322,467, 809, & 1025) $ (100) 
2 812 Corporate Taxes and 811 Financial Services $ (569) 
1 813-Audit Services Department $ 41 
1 817- Office General Counsel $ 177 

824-Corporate Insurance and 956 Workers' Compensation-SC ·The Corporate Insurance 
cost centers have been classified separately, all of the variance being identified in the 

2 narrative of AIR Response NO.l-4 $ (OJ 
2 825-NND Emergency Planning and 977 Radio Networking $ (162) 

4 827-NND Security (Includes CCs 200,370,371, & 827) $ (88) 

2 828-NND Chemistry and 234 Chemistry VC summer $ (353) 

2 839-NND Organizational Dev and Perf and 829 NND Human Performance $ (71) 

1 860-Civfl Engineering $ 11 
2 896-NND Health Physics and 539 Health Physics $ 204 
1 955-Market & Operations Risk Opt. $ (1) 

9999-Equipment-The negative variance notes the transferring of budgeted equipment 

1 items to the individual cost center level. $ (2,324) 

7 NND Maintenance Services (Includes ccs 623, 1018, 1071, 1072, 1073, 1074, & 657) $ 1,365 

5 Operational Readiness Engineering (Includes CCs 543, 545, 655, 1068, & 1069) $ 872 
Other Scana Depts (Includes CCs 11, 113, 132, 171, 223, 298, 368, 375, 379, 395, 604, 612, 

20 756, 788, 810, 819, 821, 932, 984, & 998) $ 1 
otherUnitl Depts (lncluding5, 104, 121, 199,237, 245,249,283,527, 660,681,698,730, 

14 &807) $ 14 
159 $ 4,500 
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Department
1019 NI40 IST (Inc Wde s CCs 108, 4z4, 523, 546, 0 1019) - The 15T cost can ters have been
classified separately, and the re other Non Daisy costs are ident fied m AIR 1 4ANechment

440 Office of Ris)I Management & Treasurer (16)
509-Telecommunications 96

6224ncnitNsvian-Thefanltt~ss Plancoitcmtershsveheen c assifledseparately,and
I h ese otk vr Non-0 slay costs are id e at i Fied in AIR 1m Attachment 6
656 Un 1 208 Fuels Analysis, P RA

811 Carpe rate Taxes a n d 811F inan c 1st Se re ic as

Bt3 Aud 6 Se rr lees Department

BFA-Corporate Insurance sndSSBWorkem'Compensation-SC The Cnrporetelnsucance
cost cenmm lieve been clsssksd separately, all of tha ver lance

birn

i dentt tied ir tha
2 narrative ofAIRResponseNatui

825 NND Emergency Planning and 977 Radm Networking
827NND Saeva ncludes CCs29 0, 370,371, 0 827

6 ln)

896 NND Health Physics and 539 Health Physics
95540arketB Operations MskDpt
9999 Equipment-The negative variance notes tke transfernrtg ofbudgeted equipment
items to the Individual cost center level

OtherScene Depts (Inckales CCs 11, 133, 132, 171, 223, 298. 368, 375, 379, 395, 604, 612,

20 756,788, 810,819,821,932,90 I,0998)

14
Other Unit 1Depts (Including 5, 104 121, 199, 237, 245, 149, 283, 527, 66I7, 681,699, 730,
0 807) 3



I ( 

Confidential 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQ.UEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question#5 

1-4 Attachment 6. c. Mechanical Maintenance Equipment- Please define the additional 
Mechanical Maintenance Equipment required that was not in previous approvals and the 
cost benefit analysis for not contracting this equipment when needed. 

Response: 

See ORS AIR 1-4 Attachment 6. c, copy attached hereto, for the Mechanical Maintenance 
Equipment budget and the variance between the current budget and the previously 
approved budget. 

Based upon years of operating experience with Unit 1, SCE&G is informed that the useful 
life of the vast majority of these items will be consumed during the plants' 60 year lives, 
which unquestionably favors purchase. SCE&G will weigh the cost and benefits of 
purchasing or leasing the larger and/or more infrequently used items when the actual 
purchase is to be made. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC k GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGUI ATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-dt2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

uestion dt5

1-4 Attachment 6. c. Mechanical Maintenance Equipment — Please define the additional
Mechanical Maintenance Equipmeut xequixecl that was not in previous approvals and the
cost benefit analysis for. not contracting this equipment when needed..

See ORS AIR 1-4 Attachment 6. c, copy atl,ached. hereto, for the Mechanical Maintenance
Equipment budget and the variance between the current budget and the previously
approved budget.

Based upon years of operating experience with Unit 1, SCEtl'nG is informed. that the useful
life of the vast majority of these items will be consumed. during the plants'0 year lives,
which unquestionably favors purchase. SCZ8n8 will weigh the cost and benefits of
purchasing or leasing the larger and/or more infxequently used items when the actual
purchase is to be made.

Confidential ORS SCEG 01204239



NND Request-GG5-#2 
DRS AIR 1-4 Attachment 6 C 
Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechanical Malnterance Equipment 

EO.U.JPMEliiT/SUPPliESDESCIIlPllDN 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 3/8" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE ZL16" 
IMPACT 1/2" DRIVE, 1/2" 
IMPACT 3/4" DRIVE, 9/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE 5/B" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 11/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 3/4" 
IMPACT 1/2" DRIVE, 13/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 7/8" 
IMPACT 1/2" DRIVE, 15/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE 1" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 11/8" 
IMPACT 1/2" DRIVE, 11/4" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE 15/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 13/8" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 17/16" 
IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 11/2" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE, 3/4" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE, 13/16" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE, 13/16" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE, 7/8" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE, 15/16" 
IMPACT, 3/4" DRIVE 1" 
IMPACT 3/4" DRIVE, 1-1/16" 
HEAVY DUTY IMPACT DRIVER SIT 
KIT, IMPACT, 1/2" DRIVE, 13 PIECE 
KIT, IMPACT, 3/8" DRIVE, 14 PIECE 
3/8" DR. IMPACT, AIR 
IMPACT ElECTRIC, 3/8 DRIVE 
IMPACT, ElECTRIC, 1/2" DRIVE 
IMPACT, ElECTRIC 3/4 DRIVE 
IMPACT, AIR 3/8 DRIVE 
IMPACT, AIR, 3/4" DRIVE 
IMPACT3 BDRBAmRY 
IMPACT BATTERY, 1/2" DRIVE 
WRENCH, ADJUSTABlE, 6" 
WREr;JCR""A"O"JOSTJIB[E;-8' 
WRENCH, ADJUSTABlE 10" 
WRENCH, ADJUSTBAlE, 12" 
WRENCH, ADiUTSABlE, 15" 
WRENCH, ADJUSTABlE, 18" 
WRENCH, ADJUSTABlE, 24" 
WRENCH, AllEN, SIT, LARGE 
WRENCH, AllEN, SIT, MEDIUM 
WRENCH AllEN, SIT, SMAll 
WRENCH, CHAIN, 12" 
WRENCH, CHAIN, 24" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 5/16" 
WRENCH, COMBO 7 16" 
WRENCH COMBO, 9/15" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 11/15" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 13/16" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 15/15" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 1-3/16" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 1-7/15" 
WRENCH, COMBO, 1-11/16" 
WRENCH COMBO, 2-1/4" 
WRENCH, PIPE, 14" 
WRENCH, SlUGGER, 1-9/15" 
WRENCH, SlUGGER, 1-7/8" 
WRENCH, SlUGGER, 2-15/16" 
WRENCH, SlUGGER, 2-7/8" 
WRENCH SlUGGER 3-3/8" 
WRENCH, SlUGGER, 4-S/B" 
WRENCH STRAP, 18" 
CHAIN WRENCH 
STRAP WRENCH 
FlANK DRIVES SHAPE BOX END SIT 
WRENCH, BX 60 Dg Offset deep SET 

WRENCH, BX Offs~tdeep~ 
WRENCH HAlF MOON 
WRENCH, SHAllOW HANDlE SIT 
WRENCH,4 WAY ANGlE HEAD SIT 
13 WRENCH HEADS 
CROWFOOT, 7/16" 
I CROWFOOT, 11/15" 
I CROWFOOT 18/15" 

Confidential 

ESTiMATED MAIIKET 
PRICE 

$ 12 
$ 12 

$ 14 
$ 14 
$ 16 
$ 16 
$ 16 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 22 
$ 22 
$ 21 
$ 22 
$ 23 

$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 19 
$ 19 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 23 

$ 13 
$ 13 

$ 13 
$ 78 
$ 180 
$ 228 
$ 358 
$ 74 
$ 42 
$ 228 
$ 350 
$ 9 

s 96 
$ 96 
$ 24 
$ 29 
$ 24 
$ n 
$ 13 

$ 13 
$ 13 
$ 59 

$ 57 
$ 6 
$ 5 

$ 12 
$ 9 
$ 12 
$ 17 
$ 37 
$ 37 
$ 51 
$ 101 
$ 35 
$ 60 
$ 67 
$ 141 
$ 107 
$ 368 
$ 766 
$ 21 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ so 
$ so 
$ so 
$ 400 
$ 400 
$ 400 
$ 5,250 
$ 75 
$ 75 
$ 75 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
Q.TY BUDGET 
40 $ 4BO 
40 $ 4BO 
40 $ 560 
40 $ 560 
1 $ 16 
2 $ 32 

40 $ 640 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 720 
40 $ BOO 
40 $ BOO 
40 $ BBO 
40 $ 8So 
40 $ 840 
40 $ 880 
40 $ 920 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 760 
40 $ 760 
40 $ BOO 
40 $ 800 
40 $ 920 
40 $ 519 
40 $ 519 
40 $ 516 
40 $ 3,185 
40 $ 7,162 
20 $ 4,550 
20 $ 7,150 
40 $ 2,964 
20 $ 831 
20 $ 4,550 
20 $ 7,000 
56 $ 594 
20 s 1,920 
6Q $ 5,760 
60 $ 1,445 
60 $ 1,740 
60 $ 1,445 
60 $ 4,335 
60 $ 780 
60 $ 780 
60 $ 780 
20 $ 1,182 
20 $ 1,135 
so $ 441 
40 $ 200 
40 $ 480 
80 $ 722 
80 $ 934 
80 $ 1,347 
80 $ 2 990 
80 $ 2,990 
80 $ 4,062 
40 $ 4,036 
24 $ 868 
6 $ 360 
6 $ 402 
6 $ 845 
6 $ 642 
6 $ 21209 
6 $ 4,596 

20 $ 429 
16 $ 460 
16 $ 460 
16 $ 800 
16 $ 800 
16 $ 800 
12 $ 4,800 
12 $ 4800 
12 $ 4,800 
4 $ 21,000 

20 $ 1500 
20 $ 1,500 
20 $ 1,500 
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ORSAIR 1-4 Attachment 6 C 

O t h e r  Non-Delay Costs 

Meehan teal Maintenance Equipment 

I 
EQUIPMENT/5UPPUESDESCRIPTION 

CROWFOOT 35/16" 
CROWFOOT 11/16" 
CROWFOOT, 13/16" 
CROWFOOT, 1·1/2" 
CROWFOOT, 1·5/8" 
CROWFOOT,1·3/4" 
CROWFOOT 1·7 8" 
CROWFOOT, 2·5/16" ' 
CROWFOOT, 2·3/8" 
CROWFOOT, 2-7/16" 
CROWFOOT, 2·1/2" 
CROWFOOT, 2·9/16" 
CROWFOOT, 2·11 16" 
CROWFOOT 2·13/16" 
CROWFOOT, 2-1S/16" 
HAMMER, ClAW 
HAMMER SLEDGE MEDIUM 
HAMMER, CHIPPING 
HAMMER, RUBBER, SMALL 
HAMMER BRASS 
DRILL, HAMMER, AIR, SET 
DRIL~. HAMMER, ELECTRIC 
HAMMER DRILL LARGE ELECTRIC 
HAMMER, PRECISION, SET 
SLIDE HAMMER PULLER SET 
PLIERS, END CUT 
DIKES, SIDE CUTTERS 
PLIERS, CHANNEL LOCK SMALL 
PLIERS, CHANNEL LOCK, MEDIUM 
PLIERS, SNAP RING, INTERNAL 
PLIERS, TWIST LOCK 
PLIERS, SNAP RING, 16" INTERNAL 
PLIERS, CHANNEL LOCK, LARGE 
PLIERS, FILTER, OIL 
PLIERS, LINEMAN SMALL (7' 
PLIERS, NEEDLE NOSE, EXTENDED 
PLIERS, SNAP RING, 16" EXTERNAL 
>LIERS, VICE GRIP, LARGE 
PLIERS VICE GRIP, NEDDLE NOSE, SMALL 
PLIERS, VISE GRIP SMALL 
RIGGING CHAIN FALL, 1/2TON 
RIGGING, CHAIN FALL, 1 TON 
RIGGING, CHAIN FALL 1·1/2TON 
RIGGING, CHAIN FALL,2TON 
RIGGING, CHAINFALL, 3 TON 
RIGGING, 5TONS CHAIN FALL 
RIGGING CHAINFALL 10TON 
RIGGING, COME·A·LONG, 1/2 
RIGGING, COME·A-LONG, 3/4 
RIGGING, COME·A·LONG, 1 TON 
RIGGING, COME·A-lONG, 1-1/2 TON 
RIGGING, COME·A·lONG, 3 TONS 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 1X2 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 1X3 
RIGGING CHOKER 1X4 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 1X6 
RIGGING, CHOKER,1X8 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 1X10 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 1X12 
RIGGING CHOKER 1X20 
RIGGING CHOKER, 2K3 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 2K4 
RIGGING,CHOKER, 2K6 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 2K12 
RIGGING CHOKER 2K20 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 3X4 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 3X6 
RIGGING CHOKER 3XB 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 3X12 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 3X10 
RIGGING CHOKER, 4X4 
RIGGING CHOKER, 4X8 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 4X10 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 4X12 
RIGGING, CHOKER, 6X10 

IGGING, CHOKER, 6X20 
RIGGING, CHOKER KEVLAR, 3' 
RIGG!i'IG, CHOKER, KEVLAR, 4' 

Confidential 

ESTiMATED MARKEr 
PRICE 

$ 75 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 150 
$ 350 
$ 350 
$ 350 
$ 350 

$ 1SO 

$ 350 
I$ 350 
$ 19 
$ 50 
$ 30 
$ 276 
$ 200 

$ 210 
$ 210 

$ 428 
$ 393 

$ 300 

$ 11 
$ 12 
$ 14 
$ 20 
$ 120 
$ 37 
$ 59 

$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 47 
$ 300 
$ 400 
$ soo 
$ 650 
$ 1,000 

$ 1,SOO 
$ 9,000 
$ 300 
$ 415 
$ sso 
$ 600 
$ 7SO 
$ 9S 
$ 95 
$ 95 
$ 95 

$ 95 
$' 95 
$ 95 
$ 9S 
$ 100 
$ 95 
$ 100 
$ 9S 
$ 95 
$ 95 
$ 9S 
$ 9S 
$ 9S 
$ 95 
$ 100 
$ 100 
$ 95 

$ 100 
$ 95 
$ 100 
$ 60 
$ 60 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
Q.TY BUDGET 
20 $ 1,500 
40 $ 4,000 
20 $ 2,000 
20 $ 2,000 
20 $ 2,000 
20 $ 2,000 
20 $ 2,000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 3000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 3000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 3,000 
20 $ 378 
20 $ 1,000 
20 $ 600 
20 $ S,S20 
20 $ 4,000 
20 $ 4,200 
20 $ 4,200 
20 $ 8,S60 
8 $ 3,144 
8 $ 2,400 

40 $ 440 
40 $ 480 
40 $ 560 
40 $ 800 
40 $ 4,800 
40 $ 1,485 
40 $ 2,340 
40 $ 1,865 
40 $ 1,B65 
40 $ 1,865 
40 $ 1,865 
40 $ 1,865 
40 $ 1,865 
40 $ 1,86S 
40 $ 1,865 
60 IS 18,000 
60 $ 24,000 
60 $ 30,000 
60 $ 39,000 
40 $ 40,000 
4 $ 6,000 
1 $ 9,000 
20 $ 6,000 
20 $ 8,300 
20 $ 11,000 
10 $ 6,000 
10 $ 7,500 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
80 $ 8,000 

120 $ 11,400 
80 $ 8,000 

120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11.400 
120 $ 11400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
120 $ 11,400 
80 $ 8,000 
80 $ 8,000 

120 $ 11,400 
80 $ 8,000 

120 $ 11,400 
80 $ 8,000 
80 $ 4,BOO 
80 $ 4,800 
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I 

DRS AIR :L-4 Attathrnent 6 C 
Other Non·Dclay Costs 
Mechanical Mafntenance Equipment 

EQUJPM,ENT/SUPPL!E.S DES!JUPrlON 
RIGGING, CHOKER, KEVLAR, 6' 
RIGGING, CHOKER KEVLAR, S' 
RIGGING CHOKER, KEVLAR, 10' 
RIGGING, CHOKER, KEVLAR, 1Z' 
RIGGING CHOKER KEVLAR, 15' 
RIGGING CHOKER, KEVLAR, 16' 
RIGGING, CHOKER, KEVLAR, lS' 
RIGGING, CHOKER KEVLAR, 20' 
RIGGING, CHOKER KEVLAR, 22' 
RIGGING, CHOKER, KEVLAR, 24' 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT 1/4" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT,S/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 3/B" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 7/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 1/2" 
RIGGING, EYE 80L1 9 16" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT, S/B" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 11/16" 
RIGGING, EYEBOLT 3/4" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT, 13/16" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT, 7/8" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT, 1" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 1-1/4" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT 1-3/B" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 1-1/2" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, 1-3/4" 
RIGGING, EYEBOLT, 1-7/8" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL,1/4" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT SWIVEL 5/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 3/8" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT SWIVEL, 7/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 1/2" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT SWIVEL 9/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOL1 SWIVEL, 5/B" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT SWIVEL, 11/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL 3/4" 
RIGGING EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 13/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL,7/S" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL 15/16" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 1" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 1-1/B" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL 1-1/4 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT SWIVEL, 1-3/8" 
RIGGING, EYE BOLT, SWIVEL, 1-1/2" 
RIGGING, SHACKLE 1/2 
RIGGING SHACKLE 1-3/8" 
RIGGING, SHACKLE 5/8 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 1", 81/2TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, 1-1/4",12 TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE 140TON 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 1SO TONS 
RIGGING SHACKLJ:,3STON5 
RIGGING SHACKLJ:, 4DTON 
RIGGING SHACKLE 50 TONS 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 5/8", 3-1/4 TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE 1/2", 2 TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, l-1/2'', 17TONS 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 1-1/8", 9-1/2 TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, 1-3/4" 2STONS 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 25 TON 
RIGGING, SHACKLJ:, 3/4", 4-3/4 TONS 
SHACKLE7/8 CHICAGO 6-1/2TONS 
RIGGING SHACKLE,SDTONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, 6-1 2TONS CHICAGO 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, 7/16", 1-1/2TONS 
RIGGING SHACKLE, 7/8" 6-1/2TONS 
RIGGING, SHACKLE, 75TON 
RIGGING,SOFTNER, CORNERMAX, 4" 
RIGGING,SOFTNER CORNERMAX, B" 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 11/4" X 20', V-15.0, C-11.0, B-30.0 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 1" X16, V-9.8, C-7.2, B-20.0 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 1" X20' V-9.S, C-7.2, B-20 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 1/2"X 10', V-2.5, C-1.9, B-5.1 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 1/2" X 12- 2LEGS V-5,1, 30*-2.5, 45•-3.6, 60*4.4 
qiGGING, WIRE ROPE 1/2" X 12' -4LEGS, V-10,0, 30*-5.1, 45*-7.1, 60*-B.S 
IGGING WIRE ROPE, 1/2"X 12', V-2.5,C-1.9, B·S.1 

RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 1/2" X 14-4LEGS V-10.0, 30*-5.1, 45•-7.1, 60*8.8 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 1/2" )( 20' -2LEGS V-5.1, 30•-2.5, 45*-3.6, 60•4.4 

Confidential 

ESTIMATeD 1\'JARKitr 
PRICE 

$ 60 

$ 60 

$ 60 

$ 60 

$ 60 

$ 60 
$ 60 

$ 60 

$ 60 
$ 60 
$ 10 
$ 10 

$ 11 
$ 11 
$ 12 

$ 13 

$ 15 
$ 1B 
$ 20 
$ 25 

$ 27 
$ 2S 
$ 32 
$ 33 
$ 39 
$ 40 
$ 40 
$ 75 
$ 75 
$ 50 

$ 75 
$ 150 
$ 75 
$ 125 

$ 75 
$ 125 
$ 75 
$ 125 
$ 75 
$ 150 

$ 1SO 
$ 150 
$ 150 
$ 1SO 
$ 30 
$ 530 
$ 35 
$ so 
$ 1SO 
$ sao 
$ soo 
$ 300 

$ 500 
$ soo 
$ 40 
$ 100 

$ 180 
$ 1SO 
$ 220 
$ 240 
$ so 
$ 60 
$ sao 
$ 60 
$ so 
$ so 
$ 700 
$ 70 
$ 95 

$ 15 
$ 29 

$ 29 

$ 29 

$ 29 

$ 29 

$ 29 

$ 29 
$ 29 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
QTY BUDGET 
80 $ 4,SOO 
s $ 4SO 
so $ 4,SOO 
so $ 4,800 
so $ 4,SOO 
so $ 4,SOO 
80 $ 4,SOO 
80 $ 4SOO 
so $ 4,SOO 
80 $ 4SOO 
so $ BOO 
80 $ soo 
80 $ sso 
80 $ sao 
80 $ 960 
80 $ 1,040 
80 $ 1,200 
80 $ 1440 
BO $ 1,600 
80 $ 2,000 
80 $ 2,160 
80 $ 2,240 
80 $ 2,560 
80 $ 2,640 
80 $ 3120 
80 $ 3200 
BO $ 3,200 
80 $ 6,000 
80 $ 6,000 
80 $ 4,000 
80 $ 6,000 
BO $ 12,000 
BO $ 6,000 
80 $ 10,000 
80 $ 6,000 
so $ 10,000 
so $ 6,000 
80 $ 10,000 
so $ 6,000 
so $ 12,000 
80 $ 12,000 
so $ 12,000 
80 $ 12,000 
so $ 12000 

120 $ 3,600 
120 $ 63,581 
120 $ 4,200 
120 $ 9,600 
120 $ 18000 
120 $ 96,000 
120 $ 96,000 
120 $ 36,000 
120 $ 60,000 
120 $ 96,000 
120 $ 4,SOO 
120 $ 12,000 
120 $ 21,600 
120 $ 18,000 
120 $ 26,400 
120 $ 28,SOO 
120 $ 6,000 
120 $ 7,200 
120 $ 96,000 
120 $ 7,200 
120 $ 6,000 
120 $ 6,000 
120 $ S4,QOO 
160 $ 11,200 
100 $ 9,500 
40 $ 596 
40 $ 1,1S1 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
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DRS AIR 1·4 Attachment 6 C 
Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechanical Maintenance E'qufpmeot 

EQUIPMENT/SUPPliESDESCRJPTION 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 1/2" X 20', V·2.5, C-1.9, B-5,1 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 1/2" X 3-2 LEGS, V-5.1, 30*-2.5, 4S*-3,6 60*-4.4 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 1/2" X4' -3 LEGS, V-7.6, 30*· 3,8, 45*·5.4, 60*·6,5 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE 1 2" X4', V-2.5 C·1.9, B-5.1 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 1/2'1 X 6', V-2.5, C-1.9, B-S.1 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 3/4" X 10' -4 LEGS, V·22.0, 30*-11.0, 4S•·16.D, 60*-19.0 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 3/4" X 12·2LEGS, V-11.0 30*-5,5 4S*· 7.9, 60*-9.7 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 3/4" X 12' -4 LEGS, V·22.0 30*·11.0, 45*-16.0, 60*-19.0 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 3/4" X 16' -4 LEGS, V-22.0 30*-11.0, 45*-16.0, 60*-19.0 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 3/4" X 8', V·5.6 G-4.1, B-11.0 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 3/4"X20', V·5,6, C-4.1, 8·11.0 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 3/4"X 6', V-S.6 TON, C-4.1 TON, B-11.0TON 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 3/8" X 20', V-1.4, C-1.1, B-2.9 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE,3/8" X 6', V-1.4, C-1.1, B-2,9 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE, 3/8" Xl2', V·1.4, c-1.1 B-2.9 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, S/8" X10', V-3.9 C-2.9, B·7.8 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, CHOKER, 3/4X4 V-5.6, C-4.1, 8·11.0 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, CHOKER, V-11, 30*·5,6, 45*-7.9, 60*-9.7 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE,1" X 3D' -4-LEGS, V.-39, 30'-20, 45*·2S 60*-34 
RIGGING, CHOKER WIRE, ROPE, V-7.8/3D'-3.9,45*-S.5, 60*·6.8 
RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, CHOKER, V-1.4, C-1.1 B-2.9 
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 5/8" X10·2 LEGS, V-7.S, 30*-3.9, 45*·5.5, 60*-6.8 
ADAPTER 1/2"TO 3/8" 
ADAPTER, 3/4"TO 1/2" 
ADAPTER 1/2"T03/4" 
ADAPTER 3/8"TO 1/2" 
ADAPTER, 3/4"TO l" 
ADAPTER 1/4"T03/8" 
ADAPTER, 3/8" TO 1/4" 
ADAPTER 1" TO 3/4" 
AOAPTER, SWIVEL 3/8" DRIVE 
ADAPTER, UNIVERSIAL, 3/8" DRIVE 
ADAPTER, UNIVERSAL, 1/2" DRIVE 
ADAPTER UNIVERSAL, 3/4" DRIVE 
RATCHET,l/4" DRIVE 
RATCHET, 3/8" DRIVE LONG 
RATCHET,1/2" DRIVE, SHALLOW 
RATCHET, 1/2" DRIVE LONG 
RATCHET, 3/4" DRIVE 
RATCHET 1" DRIVE 
RATCHET 1" ORIVE 
T-HANDLE, 3/8" DRIVE 
T·HANDLE, 1/2" DRIVE 
T-HANDLE, 3/4" DRIVE 
T-HANDLE 1" DRIVE 
HANDLE SPEED, 3/8" DRIVE 
HANDLE SPEED 1 2" DRIVE 
SOCKET,3/4" DRIVE SET 
SOCKET,!" DRIVE, SET 
SOCKET l-1 2" DRIVE, SET 
SOCKET, 2-1/2" DRIVE, SET 
SOCKET !"DRIVE', SET, CASTELlATED 
SOCKET, 1·1/2" DRIVE, SET, CASTELlATED 
SOCKET 2·1/2" DRIVE, SET, CASTEllATED 
SOCKET METRIC 
S POINT SOCKETS, ASSORTMENT 
SOCKET, 1/2" DRIVE, SLOTTED HEAD 
SOCKET, 3/8" ORIVE, PHILLIPS HEAD 
SOCKET 1/4" DRIVE 1/8" 
SOCKET 1/4" DRIVE 5/32" 
SOCKET, 1/4" DRIVE, 7/32" 
SOCKET,1/4" DRIVE 3/16" 
SOCKET, 1/4" DRIVE 1/4" 
SOCKET 1/4" DRIVE, 9/32" 
SOCKET 1/4" DRIVE,S/16" 
SOCKET,1/4" DRIVE,11/32" 
SOCKET,1/4" DRIVE, 3/8" 
SOCKET, 1/4" DRIVE, 7/16" 
SOCKET, 1 4" DRIVE, 1/2" 
SOCKET 1/4" DRIVE 9/16" 
SOCKET,1/4" DRIVE, 5/16" 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 1-5/8" 
SOCKET 3/8" DRIVE 3/16'' SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 3/16", DEEP WELL 
;ocKE'J', 3/8" DRIVE l/4",SHALLOWWELL 
;OCKEr 3/8" DRIVE,l/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/8" DRIVE 5 16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 5/lfl', DEEP WELL 

Confidential 

-ESiiMAlED MARKET 
PRICE 

$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 33 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 29 
$ 3 
$ B 
$ 2 
$ 3 

$ 7 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 18 
$ 10 
$ 11 
$ 13 
$ 37 
$ 30 
$ 39 
$ 100 
$ 60 
$ 150 
$ 315 
$ 150 
$ 10 
$ 11 
$ 24 
$ 40 
$ 11 
$ 16 
$ 2,980 
$ S745 
$ 22926 
$ 83,969 
$ 11,389 
$ 31,900 
$ 39,198 
$ 80 
$ 200 
$ 8 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 80 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 45 
$ 5 
$ 5 
$ 60 
$ 5 
$ 80 
$ 6 

$ 6 
$ 1 
$ 6 

$ 6 
$ 6 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
Q.TY BUDGET 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,336 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,1S1 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,1S1 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 1,151 
40 $ 110 
40 $ 324 
40 $ 90 
40 $ 110 
40 $ 295 
40 $ 819 
40 $ 819 
40 $ 723 
16 $ 161 
16 $ 173 
40 $ S23 
40 $ 1,478 
40 $ 1,200 
40 $ 1,560 
40 $ 4,000 
40 $ 2,400 
40 $ 6,000 
40 $ 12,600 
40 $ 6,000 
40 $ 400 
40 $ 447 
40 $ 972 
40 $ 1,606 
40 $ 4S2 
40 $ 659 
4 $ 11,920 
4 $ 34,980 
4 $ 91,704 
4 $ 335,876 
4 $ 45,556 
4 $ 127,600 
4 $ 156,792 

80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 16,000 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 400 
80 $ 400 
so $ 400 
80 $ 400 
so $ 400 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 400 
80 $ 400 
so $ 400 
80 $ 3,600 
80 $ 400 
80 $ 400 
80 $ 4,800 
so $ 400 
80 $ 6407 
so 1$ 480 
80 $ 4SO 
80 $ 113 
80 $ 4SO 
80 $ 4SO 
80 $ 480 
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RIGGING, WIRE ROPE, 1/4" RNP, V5 6, C 11,8 110
RIGGING WIRE ROPE 5/8'XN, V 5 ETON CN I TON 8 11 OTON

RIG GRIG WEIE ROPE 1 8" 128 RPINOI 1 8 2 9



DRS AIR 1-4 Attlchmen t 6 C 
Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechanical Maintenance Equipll}ent 

EO.UIPMEifr/$_UPPUESDESIJIIPl1DN 
SOCKET, S/8" DRIVE, S/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, S/8" DRIVE 3/S", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 7/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 7/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/S" DRIVE,l/2", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 3 8" DRIVE, 1/2", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE 9/16",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET, 3/B" DRIVE 9/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/S" DRIVE, 5/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 5/8" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/8" DRIVE,ll/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/S" DRIVE,11/16" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 3/4",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 3/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/S" DRIVE,13/16' SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE,13/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/8" DRIVE 7/8" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE, 7/S", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3 8" DRIVE 15/16",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET 3/B" DRIVE 15/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE 1", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/8" DRIVE,1", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE, 3/S" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1. 2" DRIVE 7 /16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,1/2" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1 2" DRIVE, 1/2" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE 9/16",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE, 9/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE, 5/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE 5/8", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE,11/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2' DRIVE 11/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 1/2" DRIVE, 3/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE, 3/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/Z' DRIVE,13/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE,13/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE,15/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,l/2" DRIVE 15/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,!", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVf,l", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE 1-l/16",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET,1 2" DRIVf,1·1/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,1·1/8",SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,l-1/8", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,l/2" DRIVE,1·3/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,l-3/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,l/2" DRIVE,1·1/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE,1·1/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1/2" DRIVE,l-5/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" QRIVE,l-5/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIV.E,1·3/8", SHALLIJWWELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,1·3/8", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,1-7/16",SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE 1·7/16" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE,l-1/2", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE 1-1/2" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET,1/2" DRIVE, 7/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1 2" DRIVE, 7/8", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE,1-S/16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1-5/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 3/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 3/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 13/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,3/4" DRIVE 13/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 7/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 7/8" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVf,lS/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4' DRIVE 15/16", DEEP WEll 
SOCKET,3/4" DRIVE 1",SHALLDWWELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1", DEEP WELL, 
SOCKEC 3/4" DRIVE 1·1/16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1-1/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1" DRIVE,1·1/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE,1-1/8" DEEP WELL, 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,l-3/16", SHALLOW WElL 
iOCKET 3/4" DRIVE,l-3/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1·1/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, S/4" DRIVE 1-1/4", DEEP WEll 

Confidential 

ESTIMATED MARKET 
PRICE 

$ 6 

$ 6 
$ 6 

$ 6 

$ 6 

$ 80 

$ 6 

$ so 
$ 6 

$ 5 

$ 6 

$ 6 

$ 6 

$ 6 
$ 6 

$ 5 

$ 6 
$ 5 

$ 6 

$ 80 

$ 6 

$ 80 

$ 45 
$ 8 

$ 8 

$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 45 
$ 8 

$ 8 

$ 8 

$ 8 
$ 80 
$ 80 

$ 8 

$ s 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 106 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 8 

$ 80 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 80 
$ 10 
$ 80 
$ 20 

$ 80 
$ 8 
$ 80 
$ 8 
$ 8 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 1D 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 

$ 12 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 35 

$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 20 

$ 10 
$ 10 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
QTV BUDGET 
80 $ 480 
80 $ 480 
80 $ 480 
so $ 4SO 
80 $ 4SO 
so $ 6.407 
so $ 480 
so $ 6,407 
80 $ 4SO 

80 $ 400 
80 $ 480 
80 $ 480 
80 $ 480 
80 $ 4SO 
80 $ 4SO 
so $ 40D 
80 $ 48D 
so $ 400 
so $ 4SO 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 480 
so $ 6,407 
so $ 3,6DO 
BD $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 3,565 
80 $ 64D 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
so $ 64D 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 8,482 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ BOO 
so $ 6,407 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 6407 
80 $ 640 
80 $ 64D 
80 $ BOO 
80 $ 800 
80 $ BOO 
80 $ BOD 
80 $ BOO 
80 $ BOD 
80 $ 800 
80 $ BOO 
80 $ 800 
80 $ BOO 
80 $ 960 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,600 
so $ 2,800 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 800 
80 $ BOO 
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ORSAIR1-4Attachment6 C 
Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechanfcal Maintenance Equipment 

I 
EQWJ'MENT/Sl!PPUESDESCRIPnON 

SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 1-3/S", SHALLOW WEll 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-3/S", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-7/16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1·1/2", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,3/4" DRIVE, 1-1/2", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 1·9/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-9/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 1-S 8" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, l-5/8", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-11/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1-11/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 1-3/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-3/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 1-13/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 1-13/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE,1-7/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE 1-7/S" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 2", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-1/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-1/16" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-1/S", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2·1/S", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 2-3/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-3/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-1/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SDCKEI 3/4" DRIVE, 2·1/4", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2-5/16", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET 3/4" DRIVE, 2-5/16", DEEP WELL 
SOCKET, 3/4" DRIVE, 2·3/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,3/4" DRIVE, 2·3/8" DEEP WELL 
SOCKET 1" DRIVE 1-1/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 1-5/16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 1-13/16", SHAlLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 1-7/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,1" DRIVE, 2·3/16" SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 2·1/4",SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, '1,-3/8'', SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 2·1 2", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET,l" DRIVE, 2-9/16",SHALLOWWELL 
SOCKET,1" DRIVE, 2-S/8", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 2-3/4", SHALLOW WELL 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 2-15/16", SHAllOW WEll 
SOCKET, 1" DRIVE, 3-1 2" SHALlOW WELL 
BATTERY, SCREW GUN 
ELECTRIC SCREW GUN 
AIR DRILL 
COMBO BATTERY 
DRILL, ELECTRIC, 3/B" DRIVE 
DRILL, ELECTRIC, 3/B" DRIVE 
DRILL, REVERSE, 3/S" DRIVE 
ELRCTRIC, DRILL, 1/2" DRIVE 
DRILL, HEAVY DIJ1Y 1/2" DRIVE, ELECTRIC 
DRILL, ELECTRIC, HEAVY DUTY, ANGLE, 1/2" DRIVE 
DRILL, 3/S" DRIVE, BATTERY,14.4 VOLTS 
DRILL, 1/2" DRIVE, 18 VOLT, BATTERY 
GRINDER ANGLE, 4·1/2' 
GRINDER, ANGLE 5" 
GRINDER, SIDE, 9" 
4" ANGLE DIE GRINDER AIR 
GRINDER, DIE, AIR, 6" 
GRINDER, AIR, ANGLE, 6" 
REAMERS 
NIB8ER ELECTRIC, LARGE 
CORE DRilL WITHSTAND 
AIR CHIPPER 
DIVIDER, CALIPER, 6" 
DIVIDER CALIPER, OUTSIDE, 10" 
DIVIDER, CARPENTER 
DIVIDER, FIRM JOINT, OUTSIDE, 10" 
DIVIDER, FIRM JOINT, OUTSIDE, 8" 
DIVIDER, SPRING, 10" 
DlVIDER SPRING,12' 
DIVIDER SPRING 4" 
DIVIDER, SPRING, 6" 

DIVIDER, SPRING, 8" 
IDIVIDER,SPRING,INSIDE 12" 
!DIVIDER SPRING, INSIDE, 6" 

Confidential 

ESllMATED MARKET 
PRICE 

$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 23 
$ 23 

$ 23 
$ 23 

$ so 
$ 80 
$ 23 

$ 23 
$ 23 

$ 23 
$ 27 
$ 27 
$ 28 

$ 2S 
$ 35 

$ 35 
$ 35 
$ 35 
$ 26 
$ 26 
$ 27 
$ 27 
$ 33 
$ 33 
$ 48 
$ 48 
$ 39 
$ 39 
$ 25 
$ 25 
$ 2S 

$ 19 

$ 43 
$ 45 
$ 52 
$ so 
$ 52 
$ 80 

$ 52 

$ 52 

$ 80 

$ 250 

$ 201 

$ 150 
$ 50 

$ 250 
$ 211 
$ 212 
$ 184 
$ 212 

$ 250 

$ 250 

$ 212 
$ 140 
$ 140 
$ 350 

$ 180 
$ 210 
$ 560 

$ 75 

$ 370 

$ 730 

$ 305 
$ 53 

$ 53 
. - $ 53 

$ 53 

$ 53 
$ 53 
$ 53 
$ 53 

$ 53 

$ 53 
$ 53 
$ 53 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
QTY BUDGET 
80 $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,600 
so $ 1,600 
80 $ 1,840 
80 $ 1840 
80 $ 1,840 
80 $ 1,840 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 1,840 
80 $ 1840 
so $ 1,840 
80 $ 1,840 
80 $ 2,160 
80 . $ 2,160 
80 $ 2,240 
80 $ 2,240 
80 $ 2,800 
80 $ 2,800 
80 $ 2,800 
80 $ 2,800 
80 $ 2,057 
80 $ 2,057 
80 $ 2,198 
80 $ 2,198 
80 $ 2,645 
80 $ 2,645 
80 $ 3,S13 
80 $ 3 813 
80 $ 3,105 
80 $ 3105 
80 $ 2,019 
80 $ 2,000 
80 $ 2 208 
80 $ 1,517 
80 $ 3,430 
80 $ 3,639 
80 $ 4,183 
80 $ 3,992 
so $ 4,183 
80 $ 6,407 
80 $ 4,135 
so $ 4,183 
80 $ 6,368 
40 $ 10,000 
40 $ 8,030 
20 $ 3,000 
12 $ 600 
48 $ 12,000 
48 $ 1012& 
48 $ 10152 
48 $ 8,832 
48 $ 10,152 
48 $ 11,976 
48 $ 12000 
48 $ 10,152 
40 $ 5,600 
40 $ s 600 
40 $ 14,000 
40 $ 7,200 
40 $ 8,400 
40 $ 22,409 
12 $ 900 
20 $ 7,595 
4 $ 2,920 

16 $ 4,880 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
s $ 422 
8 $ 422 
B $ 422 
s $ 422 
8 $ 422 
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AIR 1-4 Attachment 6 C 

other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechantcal Maintenance Equipment 

EO.UIPMENT/5\!I!.PliESDESCRIPTION 
DIVIDER, SPRING, OUTSIDE,12" 
DIVIDER, SPRING OUTSIDE, 6" 
DIVIDERS, FIRM JOINT, 5" 
CYliNDER HYDRAUliC,4TONS 5" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC, 5 TONS,l." 
CYLINDER, HYDRAULIC, 5 TONS, 3" 
CYLINDER HYDRAULIC, S TONS, <1" 
CYLINDER, HYDRAUliC 5TONS, 9" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAUliC, 1DTONS <1" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC,lO TONS, 1" 
CYliNDER HYDRAUlic; lDTONS, 8" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC 10TONS, 12" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC, 2DTONS 2" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC, 30 TONS, 3" 
CYliNDER, HYDRAULIC, SO TONS, 2" 
CUTTER, CABlE, HYDRAUliC 
CUTTER, PIPE, lARGE, RIGID 
ElECTRIC, SAW, PORTA BAND 
MACHINE WIElDING PORTABlE, MILlER 
THERMOMETER -lASER{rHERMOCOUPLE 
VACUUM PUMPS 
DUCT JACK/LIFT 
R-1S4 REFRIGERAllON GAUGES 
R-410 REFRIGERAllON GAUGES 
RECOVERYTANKS 
MULTIMETERS 
MICRON GAUGES 
ElECTRONIC lEAK DETECTORS 
VERTICAL BAND SAW 
STORAGE CABINETS 
BAR BREAKER, 3/a' DRIVE 
BAR, BREAKER,l/2' DRIVE 
BAR BREAKER 3/4" DRIVE 
BAR BREAKER,1" DRIVE 
EKTENTION,1/4" DRIVE, 2" 
EXTENTION, 1/4" DRIVE, 4" 
EXTENTION, 3/B" DRIVE, 2" 
EXTENTIDN, 3/8", DRIVE, 8" 
EXTENTION, 3/B", DRIVE,10" 
EXTENSION, 1/2" DRIVE, 2" 
EXTENSION, 1/2", DRIVE 8" 
EXTENSION, 1/2", DRIVE 10" 
EXTENTION, 3/4", 2' 
EXTENllON, 3/4" DRIVE, 8" 
EXTENTION, 3/4" DRIVE, 15" 
EXTENllDN, 1'1 DRIVE, 411 

EXTEN11DN 111 DRIVE, 8" 
OOENllON 111 DRIVE, 10" 
RULER, SCAlE 
MEASURE, TAPE,12' 
MEASURE, TAPE, 25' 
MEASURE, TAPE, SO' 
MEASURE, TAPE,1DD' 
MEARUE, TAPE, 200' 
MEASURING, WHEEl 
SCREWDRIVER, PHilliPS, STUBBlE, #2TIP 
SCREWDRIVER PHilliPS,4",#2llP 
SCREWDRIVER, PHilliPS, 8",#2 TIP 
SCREWDRIVER, PHilliPS B" #3TIP 
SCREWDRIVER SlOTTED, STUBBlE, #2 TIP 
SCREWDRIVER, SLOTTED, 4", #2 Tl P 
SCREWDRIVER, SlOTTED, 6", #2 TIP 
SCREWDRIVER SLOTTED, 10", #3 TIP 
SCREWDRIVER, SLOTTED, 8", #3TIP 
SCREWDRIVER HOLDING,SlOTTED 
OFFSET SlOTTED 
OFFSETPHiliPS#2/#3 
INSULAllNG SCREWHOliNG SLOTTED SCREWDRIVER KIT 
SET, TORX HEAD, T8-T40 
SAW HACKSAW 
SAW, HACK, MINI 
SAW, ZIG ElECTRIC 
SAW ZIG HAND HElD 
CARPENTER SAW CROSS CUT 
BIT, SET, SMALL 
diT, SET lARGE 

!LEVEl 2' 
I lEVEl TORPEDO 

Confidential 

ES'riMA'Wl MAliKEt 
PRICE 

$ 53 

$ 53 

$ 53 
$ 317 

$ 302 
$ 329 
$ 329 
$ 329 
$ 525 
$ 525 
$ 581 
$ aoo 

_$ 221 
:_$ 1,400 

$ 1,500 
$ 385 

$ 329 
$ 331 
$ 1,650 

$ 400 

$ 700 

$ 200 

$ 150 
$ 90 
$ 200 
$ 441 
$ 1,SOO 
$ 419 
$ 7,849 
$ 751 
$ 11 
$ 40 

$ 55 
$ 110 
$ 4 
$ 4 
$ 2 
$ 4 
$ 7 
$ 6 

$ 14· 
$ 14 
$ 12 
$ 15 
$ 21 
$ 41 
$ 41 
$ 41 

$ 25 
$ 25 
$ 10 
$ 15 
$ 25 
$ 19 
$ 60 

$ 2 
$ 4 
$ 4 
$ 3 
$ 4 
$ 4 
$ 5 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 10 
$ 24 
$ 24 
$ 100 

$ 101 
$ 2 
$ 34 
$ 30 
$ 30 
$ 20 
$ 107 
$ 393 
$ 19 
$ 15 

CONfiDEtmAL 

TOTAl 
QlY BUDGET 

B $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 422 
8 $ 2534 
8 $ 2,416 
8 $ 2,632 
8 $ 2,632 
B $ 2,632 
8 $ 4200 
B $ 4,200 
4 $ 2,324 
4 $ 3,200 
4 $ 886 
4 $ 5,600 
4 $ 6400 
a $ 3080 
a $ 2,532 
15 $ 5,303 
32 $ 52,800 
8 $ 3,200 
8 $ 5,600 
4 $ BOO 
8 $ 1,200 
8 $ 720 
20 $ 4,000 
5 $ 2,646 
4 $ 6,000 
8 $ 3,352 
2 $ 1569a 

40 $ 30,440 
40 $ 438 
40 $ 1,500 
40 $ 2,218 
40 $ 4,400 
40 $ 160 
40 $ 160 
40 $ sa· 
40 $ 160 
40 $ 260 
40 $ 230 
40 $ 541 
40 $ 541 
40 $ 500 
40 $ 592 
40 $ 834 
40 $ 1,645 
40 $ 1,645 
40 $ 1,645 
20 $ 500 
40 $ 1,000 
40 $ 406 
20 $ 300 
20 '$ 500 
8 $ 1S6 
4 $ 240 

100 $ 173 
40 $ 150 
40 $ 167 
20 $ 55 
40 $ 150 
40 $ 169 
40 $ 200 
20 $ 200 
40 $ 400 
40 $ 400 
40 $ 959 
40 $ 969 
20 $ 2,000 
40 $ 4,037 
40 $ 87 
20 $ 574 
20 $ 500 
20 $ 600 
20 $ 400 
12 $ 1,287 
12 $ 4,711 
40 $ 752 
40 $ 580 
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DRS AIR 1 - 4 A t t a c h m e n t 6  C 

O t h e r  Non-Delay Costs 

Mechanical Maintenance E'qufpment 

I 
EQUIPMENT/SUPl'UESDESCRlPllON 

4' LEVEL 
SQUARE, TRI, SMALL 
TRI -SQUARE (SMALL) 
RAFTER SQUARE 
AVIATOR, BLUE (CUTS RIGHT OR STRAIGHT) 
AVIATOR, GREEN, CUTS RIGHn 
AVIATOR, YELLOW, (CUTS STRAIGHT) 
AVIATOR, RED, (CUTS LEFT) 
SNIPS, TIN 
PULLER, FUSE, SMALL 
CABLE STRIPPER OR CUmR 
PULLER, FUSE, LARGE 
CUTIERS CABLE, MEDIUM RATCHING 
CUTIERS, CABLE, SMALL RATCHING 
STRIPPERS, WIRE 
STRIPPERS WIRE 

. FISHTAPE 
BENDER, TUBE, RIGID S/8" 
BENDER TUBE, RIGID, 1/4" 
BENDER, TUBE 1/2"-1-1/2" 
BENDER TUBE, 3/8'-lS/16" 
GUN, HEAT, ELECTRIC 
BASS TOOLS 
1/4 DR MM BRASS 
KIT, TOOl, BRASS 
LIGHT, WORK, LARGE, PELICAN 
MM AllEN PACK, 3·10 . 
PlUMB BOB 
CHALKLINE 
1/4 NUTSEl'TER BIT 
3/8 NUTSETTER BIT 
5/16 NUTSETTER BIT 
7/16 NUTS ETTER BIT 
APRON, TOOL 
BAG, TOOL 
BAR, CROW 
BAR, PRY, 3 FOOT 
BARS, WRECKING 
BOLTCUTTERMED. 
C.CLAMP,3" 
C·CLAMP,4" 
C.CLAMP,611 

C·CLAMP,12" 
CLAMP, BEAM 
CLAMPS, C VISE GRIP, LARGE 
CLAMP C VISE GRIP, SMAll 
GRIPS, VISE, FLAT NOSE, 2" 
GRIPS, VISE, STANDARD LARGE 
GRIPS, VISE, STANDARD SMALL 
GRIPS, VISE, NEEDLE NOSE; LARGE 
GRIPS, VISE, NEEDLE NDSE SMALL 
CHISEL SET 
PUNCH SET 
PUNCH SET LffiERS (LARGE) 
PUNCH SET lffiERS SMALL 
STAMPS, NUMBERS, SET 
KNIVES SLICING 
CUTIER, GLASS SMALL 
CUTIER, STEEL STRAP 
CUTTER TUBE,111~311 

CUTIERS, TUBE LARGE 
CUTTERS, TUBING, SMALL, 1/B"-1" 
CUmRS TUBING, SMALL, 1/8"-5/8" 
NUT DRIVER 7/32" 
NUT DRIVER, 3/16" 
NUT DRIVER, 1 'I'' 
NUT DRIVER, 9/32" 
NUT DRIVER, 5/16" 
NUT DRIVER, ll/32" 
NUT ORNER 3/8" 
NUT DRIVER, 13/32" 
NUT DRIVER, 7/16" 
NUT DRIVER lS/32" 
NUT DRIVER, 1/2" 
NUT DRIVER, 17/32" 
~UT DRIVER 9/16" 

I NUT DRIVER, 19/32" 
NUT DRIVER, 5/B" 

Confidential 

ESTIMAl£!1 MARKET 
PRICE 

$ 35 
$ 13 
$ 13 
$ 20 
$ 12 

$ 12 
$ 9 

$ 35 
$ 12 
$ 10 
$ 11 
$ 12 
$ 32 
$ 32 
$ 14 
$ 14 
$ 50 
$ 80 
$ 27 
$ 62 

$ 75 
$ 110 
$ 141 
$ 32 

$ 120 
$ 2 
$ 50 
$ 8 

$ 252 

$ 30 
$ 30 
$ 9 

$ 9 
$ l5 
$ 56 
$ 40 
$ 40 
$ 40 

$ 33 
$ 49 
$ 8 

$ 52 

$ 96 
$ 150 
$ 17 

$ 12 
$ lS 

$ 18 
$ 12 
$ 18 
$ 12 
$ 26 
$ 26 
$ 26 
$ 26 
$ 50 
$ 6 
$ 32 
$ 32 
$ 32 

$ 32 
$ 32 
$ 32 
$ B 
$ 8 
$ B 

$ B 
$ B 
$ 8 
$ B 
$ 8 
$ 15 
$ 15 
$ 15 
$ 15 
$ lS 
$ 15 
$ 16 

CONFIDEiffiAL 

TOTAL 
QTV BUD GEl' 
4D $ 1,382 
40 $ 500 
40 $ 500 
B $ 160 

40 $ 461 
40 $ 461 
40 $ 360 
40 $ 1,400 
40 $ 476 
16 $ 156 
40 $ 458 
40 $ 483 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 547 
40 $ 547 
20 $ 1,000 
8 $ 840 

40 $ 1,0BO 
40 $ 2,474 
40 $ 3,000 
40 $ 4,400 
40 $ 5,841 
40 $ 1,280 
4 $ 480 
40 $ 94 
40 $ 2,000 
16 $ 134 
40 $ 10,071 
40 $ 1,200 
40 $ 1200 
40 $ 363 
40 $ 363 
45 $ 675 
40 $ 2,244 
40 $ 1600 
40 $ 1,600 
40 $ 1,600 
20 $ 660 
40 $ 1950 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 2,080 
40 $ 3840 
BO $ 12,000 
40 $ 684 
40 $ 493 
40 $ 618 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 480 
40 $ 720 
40 $ 480 
40 $ 1,050 
40 $ 1,050 
40 $ 1,050 
40 $ 1,050 
40 $ 2012 
40 $ 255 
20 $ 630 
40 $ 1260 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 1,260 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 

40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 320 
40 $ 580 
40 $ S80 
40 $ 600 
40 $ 600 
40 $ 600 
40 $ 600 
40 $ 620 

ORS _ SCEG _ 0 120424 7 
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1 - 4 A t t a c h m e n t 6  C 

Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mec:hanJcal Maintenance Equipment 

EO.UIPMENT/SUPPLIESDESIJIIPllDN 
NUT DRIVER, 21/32" 
NUT DRIVER,11/16" 
NUT DRIVER, 23/32" 
NUTDRIVER,3 4" 
NUT DRIVER, 7/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER 3/16" INSULATED 
NUTDRIVER,1/4" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 9/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 5/16" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,11/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 3/8" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,13/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 7/16" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,15/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER 1/2" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,l7/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 9/16" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,19/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 5/8" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 21/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER,11/16" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 23/32" INSULATED 
NUT DRIVER, 3/4" INSULATED 
ENGRAVER ElECTRIC 
EASY OUT 
EXTARCTOR, BOLT, SET, #3 
EXTARCTOR, BOLT, SET, #4 
EXTRACTOR, BOLT, SET, #I 
EXTRACTOR BOlT, SET, #2 
EXTRACTOR, BOlt SET,#S 
FANGE PUllER SET 
FINDER, ANGLE 
FLASHLIGHTS 
FRAMING SQUARE 
FRONTEND SERVICE SET 
GAUGE SCREW PITCH 
GAUGE, FEELER 
3AUGE, FEElER lONG 
GEAR & BEARING PUllER SET 
GlASS MAGNIFYING 
GRABBER, EXTENDED 
GUARDS, FOOT AlUMINUM 
GUN, CAULKING 
GUN, GREASE, AIR 
GUN, HEAT,ElECTRIC 
GUN, POP RIVET 
GUN, POP RIVET, LARGE 
GUN, POP, RIVET 
GUN, STAPLE 
GUN, THERMOMETER, DIGITAL 
HEATER BEARING, CONE 
ENERPAC 10,000 PSI PUMP 
JACK, HYDRAULIC,1-1/2" TONS,18" 
JACK, HYDRAULIC, 25 TONS 16" 
KIT, HYDRAULIC, PUNCH, DRIVER 
KNIFE PUm,i-1/4" 
KNIFE, PUm, 3" 
KNIFE, UTILITY 
LIGHT, ENERGIZER 
liGHt WORK, HALOGEN, 500 WATT 
RECHARGALBEliTE 
MAGNET, ADJUSTABLE 
MAGNET TUBEUGHT, MIRROR 
MAllET, RUBBER, LARGE 
MIRROR INSPECTION, ROUND 
MIRROR,INSPECTIDN, SQUARE 
MULTIPLIER 
PUllER PACKING 
PUMP,AIR 
SANDER, AIR, VACUUM,2" 
SANDER, AIR, VACUUM LARGE 
SANDING /POLISHING TOOL 
SCISSORS 
SCRAPER, GASKET 
~CRAPER, BALDE 
.HOVEL, ROUND 

!SOLDERING STATION, ELECTRIC 
ISPAYER, OIL, CAN 

Confidential 

-

ESTiMATED MARKEt 
PRICE 

$ 16 

$ 16 
$ 16 
$ 16 

$ 12 

$ 12 
$ 12 
$ 12 
$ 15 

_$ 15 

$ 15 
$ 15 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 18 
$ 20 

$ 20 

$ 20 

$ 20 
$ 22 
$ 22 
$ 37 
$ 7 
$ 33 
$ 33 
$ 33 

$ 33 
$ 33 
$ 48 
$ 30 

$ 27 
$ 15 
$ 187 
$ 15 
$ 20 
$ 22 
$ 7,000 
$ 6 
$ 39 
$ 38 
$ 12 
$ 92 
$ 121 
$ 25 
$ 45 
$ 25 

$ 20 
$ 20 
$ 96 
$ 436 

$ 200 
$ 301 
$ 1,999 
$ 16 
$ 15 
$ 15 
$ 15 
$ 27 
$ 50 
$ 27 
$ 10 
$ 18 
$ 27 
$ 27 
$ 180 
$ 10 
$ 30 

$ 178 

$ 178 
$ 178 
$ 25 

$ 25 

$ 25 
$ 30 

$ 66 
$ 25 

CONFIDENTIAL 

TOTAL 
QlY BUDGET 
40 $ 620 
40 $ 620 
40 $ 640 
40 $ 640 
20 $ 240 
20 $ 240 
20 $ 240 
20 $ 240 
20 $ 300 
20 $ 300 
20 $ 300 
20 $ 300 
20 $ 360 
20 $ 360 
20 $ 360 
20 $ 360 
20 $ 360 
20 $ 400 
20 $ 400 
20 $ 400 
20 $ 400 
20 $ 440 
20 $ 440 
40 $ 1480 
40 $ 280 
40 $ 1,320 
40 $ 1,320 
40 $ 1,320 
40 $ 1,320 
40 $ 1,320 
40 $ 1,920 
40 $ 1,200 
100 $ 2,713 
20 $ 300 
20 $ 3,732 
20 $ 302 
40 $ 800 
40 $ 880 
4 $ 28,000 
20 $ 117 
20 $ 772 
20 $ 769 
40 $ 480 
40 $ 3,680 
16 $ 1,936 
40 $ 1,000 
40 $ 1,800 
40 $ 1,000 
40 $ 800 
40 $ BOO 

8 $ 768 
8 $ 3,488 
3 $ 600 
3 $ 903 
4 $ 7,996 
40 $ 640 
40 $ 592 
40 $ 592 
40 $ 592 
40 $ 1085 
4 I$ 200 
40 $ 1,085 
40 $ 407 
40 $ 737 
40 $ 1,082 
40 $ 1,082 
20 $ 3,600 
20 $ 200 
20 $ 600 
20 $ 3,564 
20 $ 3,564 
6 $ 1069 

40 $ 1,000 
40 $ 1,000 
40 $ 1,000 
10 $ 300 
40 $ 2;636 
12 $ 300 
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ORS AIR 1-4Attachment6 C 
Other Non-Delay Costs 
Mechanfcal Maintenance Equipment 

EQUIPMEilT/SUPPUI;$DEScRIP1lON 
SQUARE, STEEL, 12", 8" WIDTH 
TE7CCORDRD DRILL WITH 2 BITS AND CASE QIA ELECTRIC HILT! DRILL 
THREADER PIPE SET 
TOOL, FLAIRING, SET 
TOOL, FLEX 
TUBE CUTTER 1/4"TO 23/8" 
UNIVERSAL, 1/4" 
WEDGES 
VERNIER PROTRACTORS 
DIGITAL THERMOMETER 
STOPWATCH 
TACHOMETER 
TYPE KTHERMOCOUPLE 
VERNIER CALIPER 
Machlne tools (cold' s1de machine shop) 
Machine tools (hotslde machine shoo) 
FMElockers 
FME lockers 
Work benches Unit 2) 
19" LEBLOND LATHE 
19" LEBLOND LATHE LONG BED 
HARDINGE PRECISION TOOL ROOM LATHE 
BRIDGEPORT MILLS 
SAID MILL 
SHIBAURA HORIZONTAL MILL 
CINCINNATI TOO LAND cUmR GRINDER 
CLIMAX LARGE FLANGE FACER 
CLIMAX SMALL FLANGE FACER 
DAKE PRESS 15DTON 
DELUCA VALVE TEST BENCH 
HORIZONTAL BAND SAW 
MAGNETIC BASE DRILL PRESS 
MILLER SYNCROWAVE 35D IX WLDER 
PARTS WASHER 
PEDESTAL GRINDER 
RADIAL ARM DRILL 
RELIEF VALVE TEST BENCHES 
SAND BLASTER 
SURFACE GRINDER 
TABLE VISE COMBINATION PIPE AND BENCH 
PIPE CHAIN VISE 
PIPE THREADER 
CRANE-T-REX 
PORTABLE DSLAIR COMPRESSOR/GENERATOR 
ARTICULATING BOOM MAN LIFT 
SCISSOR LIFT 
LOCKERS- PERSONNEL 
LOCKERS- PERSONNEL 
TOOL STORAGE FOR HOT AND COlO CRIBS 
LIFTING BEAM FOR ROTORS 
LIFTING BEAM FOR CASINGS 
SPECIAL RIGGING FI)(TURES FOR THE GENERATOR 
SPECIALTVTENSIONING EQUIPMENT FOR CASINGS 
SPECIALTY TENSIONING EQUIPMENT FOR COUPLINGS 
MISC. FI)(TURE FOR GENERAL DISASSEMBLY (JACKING DEVICES, ETC.) 
ME DEVICES DEDICATED FOR TURBINE WORK) 

TRY BARS FOR TURBINE STOP AND CONTROL VALVES (INTERNAL VALVE WORK) 
VALVE STANDS 
CHAIN FALLS 
SLINGS (OVERSIZED LARGE CAPACITY SLINGS) 
SOCKETS, WRENCHES, MISC. HAND TOOLS 
CRIBBING/DUNNAGE 
SHELVES AND JOBOXES FOR STORAGE 
MISC. HAND TOOLS & CABINETS PURCHASED FROM SONGS 
TOTAL~' 

iliiMA'rfil MARKEf 
PRICE QTV 

$ 25 40 
$ 614 4 
$ 999 4 
$ 50 20 
$ 25 16 
$ 61 16 
$ 11 12 
$ 51 80 
$ 257 12 
$ 576 1 
$ 25 1 
$ 59 1 . 

$ 127 1 
$ 436 1 
$ 200,000 1 
$ 20D ODO 1 
$ 10,00D 8 
$ 10000 8 

$ 1000 45 
$ 36,000 2 

$ 40000 1. 
$ 51,585 2 
$ 25 871 2 
$ 5,000 2 
$ 3,200 2 
$ 20000 2· 
$ 20,000 1 
$ 20,000 1 
$ 18,7DD 2 

$ 256,374 4 
$ 6295 2 
$ 2,000 4 
$ 6,400 a 
$ 8,000 2 
$ 300 2 
$ GOOD 1 
$ 20,000 2 
$ 5000 2 
$ 189 2 
$ 2 ODD 10 
$ 200 10 
$ 11,000 2 
$ 750,DOO 1 
$ 13 ODD 2 
$ 250,000 1 
$ 2D,DOO 2 

$ 2DO 45 
$ 100 15 

$ 6DO 000 1 
$ 30B,D53 1 
$ 308,053 1 
$ 308,053 1 
$ 38507 1 
$ 38,507 1 
$ 77,013 1 
$ 25,403 1 
$ 15,4D3 1 
$ 61,611 1 
$ 154,027 1 
$ 154,027 1 
$ 3BS,D67 1 
$ 77,013 1 
$ 77013 1 

PROPOSED BUDGET IN CURRENT YEAR, 100%$s 
APPROVED 2012 BUDGET IN CURRENTVEAR, lDD%$s 

100"/. CURRENT YEAR VARIANCE 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$' 

SCE&G's 55% SHARE OF VARIANCE [IN 2007 $s) $ 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Confidential 

TOTAL 
BUDGET 

583 
2,458 
3,996 
1,000 

400 
975 
127 

4,D66 
1,882 

576 
25 
59 

127 
436 

200,0DO 
2DO DDO 

8D,OOD 
8D,OOO 
4500D 
72,000 
40,000 

103,170 
51,741 
10,000 

6,400 
40,000 
20,000 
20,000 
37,4DD 

625,496 
12,59D 

B,ODD 
51,20D 
16,DOD 

600 
6,000 

4D,ODO 
10,000 

378 
20,000 

2,0DO 
22,000 

7500DO 
26,DDD 

250,DDO 
4D,OOO 

9DDO 
1,SOO 

600 ODD 
308,053 
308,053 
308,D53 
38507 
38,507 
77,D13 
15403 
15403 
61,611 

254,027 
154027 
385,067 
77,013 
77013 
89,885 

9,205,172 

9,2D5,172 
7,115,286 
2,089,885 

1,032,109 
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E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Ase provide a detail list of the items moved in C0-17 from T&M to Firm with indexed adjustment, including non
labor costs. 
Response: 
Change Orde1' #17, cmrently in draft but not executed, details the agreement to transfer Scopes of Work between 
price categories. This Change Order does not transfe1· any dollars related to the Westinghouse Scope of Work and 
does not result in any change in the EPC Agreement Contract Price. Belo:w is a summal'Y of the Scope of Work 
transfers in Change Order #17. · 

Summary of Scope ofWork Transfers (Base Date 2007 Dollars) 
From T&M Price, to: Amount 
Target- test pmgram activities"*** $ 51,515,784 I 

Firm - test program instrumentation" 3,575,000 
Firm -living allowances and relocations for testing and startup 864,161 
personnel 
Total T&M Price Scope of Work Dollars Shifted $ 

55 954,945 

From Target Price, to: 
Firm Price - non-pe1·manent plant M&TE and calibration $ 2,386,474 
Total Target Price Scope ofWork Dollars Shifted $ 2,386,474 
AJnclusive ofG&A, contingency, and Profit with no exceptions 
***Note that the $51,515,784 includes flushing pipe and other temporary startup items containing both 
Target Price and Firm Price items. The Target Price items (temporary construction materials and 
consumables) will be billed under Target Price. The Firm Price items (Construction Equipment) are 
included in Firm Price and will not be invoiced to Owner under Target. 

Net Impact by Price Category 
T&M Price*** $ (55,954,945) 
Firm Price 6,825,635 
Target Price 49,129,309 

***Note that the total Stone & Webster Startup Support T&M Work Allowance of $55,954,945 in 
Attachment 2 to Exhibit H of the Agreement is eliminated. 

Net Impact to Established Targ~t Price 
Scope ofWork Amount 
test _])1'0g]'am activities $ 51,515 784 
non-permanent plant M&TE and calibration of such (2,386,474) 
equipment 
Total Impact to Established Target Price $ 49,129,309 

Net Impact to Firm Price 
Scope ofWork Amount 
test program instrumentation $ 3,575,000 
Living allowances and relocations for testing and 864,161 
startup personnel 
non-permanent plant M&TE, including calibration of 2,386,474 
such equipment 
Total Impact to Firm Price $ 6,825,635 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-(42

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E
nuestion tt6

rse provide a detail list of the items moved in CO-17 from T&M to Firm with indexed adjustment, including non-
labor costs.
~a

Change Order. t)17, currently in draft but not executed, details the agreement to transfer Scopes of Work between
prdce categories. This Change Order does not transi'er any doDars relateil to the Westiughouse Scope of Work and
does not result in any change in the EPC Agreement Contract Prdce. Below is a summary of the Scope of Work
transfers in Change Order tt17.

Sununar of Sco e ofWork Transfers (Base Date 2007 Dollars)
From T&M Price, to:
Tar et — test ro ram actioitiean***
Firm — test ro ram instrumentation"
Fum — living aHowances and relocations for testing and startup
ersonnel

Total T&M Price Scope ofWork Dollars Shifted

Amount
51 515 784

8,575,000
864,161

55 954 945

From Tar, et Price to:
Fum Price — non,- ermanent lant M&TE and calibration
Total Ter et, Price Sco e ofWorkDollars Shifted

$ 2,386,474
2,886,474

"Inclusive of G&A, contingency, and Profit with no exceptious
**sNote that the $51,515,784 includes ftushireg pipe and other tempozary stsrtup items containing both
Target Price and. Fum Price items. The Target Price items (temporary construction materials and
consumables) will be billed under Target Price. The Fum Price items (Constructiou Erquipment) are
included. in Firm Price snd will not be invoiced to Owner under Tazget.

s*sNote that the total Stone & Webster Startup Support T&M Work Allowance of $55,954,945 in
Attachment 2 to Exhibit H of the Agreement is eliminated.

Sco e ofWork
Net Im act to Firm Price

Amount
test ro ram instrumentation
Living allowances and relocations for testing and
startu srsonnel
non-permanent plant M&TE, including calibration of
such e ui ment
Total Im act to Firm Price

3,575 000
864,161

2,386,474

6,825,685

CONFlfrEftTjA1
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S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & G A S  C O M P A N Y  

O F F I C E  O F  R E G U L A T O R Y  S T A F F ' S  N N D  R E Q U E S T - G G S - # 2  

D O C K E T  NO. 2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

Q U E S T I O N  #7: 

1-15- P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  l i s t  o f  ( " n u m e r o u s " )  c h a n g e  r e q u e s t s  t h a t  t h e  c o m p a n y  i s  i n  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  

t h a t  w i l l  e x t e n d  t h e  COD d a t e s .  

R e s p o n s e :  

I n  r e s p o n s e  t o  O R S ' s  F i r s t  A I R  1 - 1 9  i n  t h i s  D o c k e t ,  t h e  c o m p a n y  i d e n t i f i e d  o u t s t a n d i n g  r e q u e s t s  

f o r  c h a n g e s .  I n  m o s t  c a s e s ,  i t  i s  u n c l e a r  w h e t h e r  t h e  C o n s o r t i u m  i s  t a k i n g  t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  

C h a n g e  w o u l d  i m p a c t  t h e  p r i c i n g ,  t h e  s c h e d u l e ,  o r  b o t h .  O f  t h e  p r e v i o u s l y  i d e n t i f i e d  c h a n g e  

r e q u e s t s ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  a r e  r e q u e s t s  i n  w h i c h  t h e  C o n s o r t i u m  h a s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e f e r e n c e d  p o t e n t i a l  

s c h e d u l e  i m p a c t s .  

I. The Consortium sent a "Notice of Change" letter on May 25, 2012 
(VSP _ VSG_001912), based on NRC changes to closed ITAACs. 

2. The Consortium sent a letter dated September 5, 2012 (VSP _ VSG_002061), 
asserting an Uncontrollable Circumstance arising from a strike at a Curtiss Wright 
manufacturing facility that is fabricating the reactor coolant pumps. 

3. . The Consortium sent a letter dated February 4, 2013 (VSP _ VSG_002200), stating 
that Val-Fab, a supplier, had filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy. 

4. The Consortium sent a letter dated February 25, 2013 (VSP _ VSG_002240), stating 
that one of a subcontractor's manufacturing machines was impacted by the earthquake. They 
provided additional information in a letter dated November 4, 2013 (VSP _ VSG_002512). 

5. The Consortium sent an "Uncontrollable Circumstances" letter on July 1, 2013 
(VSP _ VSG_002354), related to the headed shear ties for the base mat. 

6. The Consortium sent a letter dated August 16, 2013 (VSP _ VSG_002399), saying 
that because the NRC will not let them rely on "first plant only tests" and "first three plant only 
tests" from China, they are entitled to a Change. 

7. The Consortium sent a letter dated September 23, 2013 (VSP_VSG_002451), in 
which they indicated that they may be impacted due to the pilot Construction Reactor Oversight 
Program (C-ROP) and the continuation of what they are calling an expanded NRC oversight and 
inspection process. 

· 8. The Consortium sent a letter dated December 2, 2013 (VSP _ VSG_002553), 
claiming that they may be impacted by what they deem as a change in law due to recent changes 
to an NRC Inspection Manual chapter dealing with vendor inspections. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-4'OCKET

NO. 2015-108-E

QonaTION ¹7:

1-15- Please provide the list of ("numexousa) change requests that the company is in possession of
that will extend the COD dates.

In response to ORS's First AIR 1-19 in this Docket, the company identified outstanding roquests
for. changes, In most cases, it is unclear whether the Consortium is taking the position that the
Change wouM impact the pricing, the schedule, or. both. Of the previously identified change
requests, the following are requests in which the Consortium has specifically referenced. potential
schedule impacts.

1. The Consortium sent a "Notice of Change" letter on May 25, 2012
(VSP VSG 001912), based, on NRC changes to closed ITAACs.

2. The Consortium sent a letter dated. September 5, 2012 (VSP VSG 002061),
asserting an Uncontrollable Circumstance arising fxom a strike at a Curtiss Wright
manufacturing facility that is fabricating the reactor coolant pumps.

3. The Consortium sent a letter dated February 4, 2013 (VSP VSG 002200), stating
that Val-Fab, a supplier, had 61ed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy.

4. The Consortium sent a letter dated February 25, 2013 (VSP VSG 002240), stating
that one of a subcontractor.'s manui'acturing machines was impacted by the earthquake. They
provided additional information in a letter d.ated November 4, 2013 (VSP VSG 002512).

5. The Consortium sent an aUncontxollable Cucumstances¹ letter on July 1, 2013
(VSP VSG 002354), related to the headed. shear ties for. the base mat.

6. The Consortium sent a letter dated August 16, 2013 (VSP VSG 002899), saying
that because the NRC will not let them rely on "first plant only tests" and "first three plant only
tests*'rom China, they are entitled to a Change.

7. The Consortium sent a letter dated September 28, 2013 (VSP VSG 002451), in
which they indicatecl that they may be impacted due to the pilot Construction Reactor Oversight
Pxogram (C-ROP) and the continuation of what they are calling an expanded NRC oversight and
inspection process.

. 8 The Consortium sent a letter dated December 2, 2018 (VSP VSG 002553),
claiming that they may be impacted by what they deem as a change in law due to recent changes
to an NRC Inspection Manual chapter dealing with vendor inspections.
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C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a l e t t e r  d a t e d  F e b r u a r y  18, 2 0 1 4  (VSP_VSG_002636), 

c o n t e n d i n g  t h a t  t h e  C o m p a n y  r e q u e s t e d  m o d i f i c a t i o n s - v i a  LAR 1 3 - 0 3 7 - t o  t h e  S t a n d a r d  P l a n t  

a n d  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e y  a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  a c h a n g e  o r d e r  for t h e  c o s t  i m p a c t s .  

10. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a l e t t e r  d a t e d  F e b r u a r y  25, 2 0 1 4  (VSP _VSG_002645), 

c o n t e n d i n g  t h a t  r e c e n t  u n u s u a l  a n d  s e v e r e  s n o w  c o n d i t i o n s  i m p a c t e d  w o r k  a t  t h e  V.C. S u m m e r  

S i t e .  

11. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a l e t t e r  o n  M a r c h  27, 2 0 1 4  (VSP _ V S G _ 0 0 2 6 9 2 ) ,  w h i c h  s t a t e d  

t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a p o t e n t i a l  c h a n g e  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  a d d i t i o n a l  O w n e r  c o m m i t m e n t s  i n  t h e  U p d a t e d  

F i n a l  S a f e t y  A n a l y s i s  R e p o r t  r e l a t e d  t o  s n u b b e r  r e q u i r e m e n t s .  

12. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a l e t t e r  e l a t e d  A p r i l  7, 2 0 1 4  ( V S P  _ V S G _ 0 0 2 7 1 3 ) ,  w h i c h  

c l a i m e d  t h a t  t h e r e  h a s  b e e n  c h a n g e  d u e  to t h e  N R C  i s s u i n g  I S G - 0 1 9 ,  " R e v i e w  o f  E v a l u a t i o n  t o  

A d d r e s s  G a s  A c c u m u l a t i o n  I s s u e s  i n  S a f e t y  R e l a t e d  S y s t e m s  a n d  s y s t e m s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  s a f e t y . "  

13. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a l e t t e r  e l a t e d  J u n e  5, 2 0 1 4  (VSP _ V S G _ 0 0 2 7 8 9 ) ,  w h i c h  

c l a i m e d  t h a t  M a n g i a r o t t i ' s  s i g n i n g  o f  a s o l i d a r i t y  c o n t r a c t  w i t h  T r a d e  U n i o n s  a n d  t h e  I t a l i a n  

I n d u s t r y  G e n e r a l  C o n f e d e r a t i o n  i s  a n  U n c o n t r o l l a b l e  C i r c u m s t a n c e  p e r  t h e  E P C .  

14. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a S u p p l e m e n t a l  " U n c o n t r o l l a b l e  C i r c u m s t a n c e s "  o n  

N o v e m b e r  20, 2 0 1 4  (VSP _ V S G _ 0 0 3 0 9 6 ) ,  c l a i m i n g  t h a t  t h e  A i r c r a f t  I m p a c t  R u l e  h a d  a l s o  a f f e c t e d  

s t r u c t u r e s  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  S h i e l d  B u i l d i n g .  · 

15. T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  s e n t  a n  " U n c o n t r o l l a b l e  C i r c u m s t a n c e s "  l e t t e r  o n  D e c e m b e r  12, 

2 0 1 4  ( V S P  _ V S G _ 0 0 3 1 1 1 ) .  T h e  l e t t e r  c i t e d  t h e  e a r l i e r  n o t i c e s  o n  t h e  i n s p e c t i o n  m a n u a l ,  p h y s i c a l  

p r o t e c t i o n  a n d  ITAAC, a l t h o u g h  n o n e  o f  t h e  q l a i m s  a p p e a r s  t o  r e l a t e  d i r e c t l y .  to t h o s e  n o t i c e s .  

T h e  c l a i m s  w e r e :  

I. Piping Work Finalization 
II. Digital I&C Design 

III. Security Work 
IV. Main Control Room Finalization 
V. GSI-191 Design Finalization 

VI. Part 52 Implementation Issues and New Regulatory Requirements 
VII. Containment Pressure Re-Analysis 

VIII. Support for Inspections 
IX. Support for Core Reference Report 

16. The Consortium sent a letter dated January 26, 2015 (VSP _ VSG-003209), in which 
it alleged the presence of unanticipated subsurface conditions at the site. 
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9. The Consortium sent a letter dated February 18, 2014 (VSP VSG 002636),
contending that the Company requested morli6cations — via LAR 13-037 — to the Standard Plant
and therefore, they are entitled. to a change order for the cost impacts.

10. The Consortium sent a letter dated February 25, 2014 (VSP VSG 002645),
contending that recent unusual and severe snow conditions impacted work at the V.C. Summer
Site.

11. The Consortium sent a letter on March 27, 2014 (VSP VSG 002692), which stated
that there is a potential change resulting trom additional Owner commitments in the Updated
Final Safety Analysis Report relatecl to snubber requirements.

12. The Consortium sent a letter dated April 7, 2014 (VSP VSG 002713), wltich
claimed that there has been change due to the NRC issuing ISG-019, "Review of Evaluation to
Address Gas Accumulation Issues in Safety Related Systems and systems important to safety."

13. The Consortium sent a letter dated June 5, 2014 (VSP VSG 002789), which
claimed that Mang'iarotti's signing of a soliclarity contract with Trade Unions and the Italian
Industry General Confederation is an Uncontrollable Circumstance per the EPC.

14. The Consortium sent a Supplemental "Uncontrollable Circumstances" on
November 20, 2014 (VSP VSG 003096), claiming that the Aircraft Impact Rule had also affected
structures other than the Shield Building.

15. The Consortium sent an. "Uncontrollable Circumstances" letter on December 12,
2014 (VSP VSG 003111). The letter cited the earlier notices on the inspection manual, physical
protection and ITAAC, although none of the claims appears to relate directly to those notices.
The clauns were:

I.

II,
III.
IV.

V.

VI.
VII.

VIII.
IX.

Piping Work. Finalization
Digital IRC Design
Security Work
Main Control Room Finalization
GSI-191 Design Finalization
Part 52 Implementation Issues and New Regulatory Requirements
Containment Pressure Re-Analysis
Support for. Inspections
Support for Core Reference Report

16. The Consortium sent a letter. dated January 26, 2015 (VSP VSG-008209), in which
it alleged the presence of unanticipated subsurface conditions at the site.
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Confidential 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question#S 

1-16- item 4- Please provide the Productivity rate that is assumed to achieve Unit 3 
Substantial Completion date within the year following Unit 2 Substantial Completion date. 

Response: 

The productivity rate used is 1.15. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-M

DOCKET NO 2015-108-E

uestion 48

1-16- item 4- Please provide the Productivity rate that is assumed to achieve Unit 8

Substantial Completion. date 3vithin the year yellowing Unit 2 Substantial Completion date.

The productivity rate used. is 1.15.

CONFlfdENTltdtL
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S O U T H  CAROLINA E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question #9 

1-21- a. The Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2 shows 
significant negative variance from the current date through the 
substantial completion date. Please state why the Commission should 
accept this as being a prudent schedule given the significant negative 
vanance. 

Response: 

The Consortium continues to refine and update the Revised, Fully-Integrated 
Construction Schedule as issued-for construction designs are finalized and as 
additional information is received related to the fabrication of modules, shield 
building panels and equipment, construction activities on site, start-up testing 
requirements, and other matters. This is evidenced by the variances set forth in the 
2015 Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2. 

The construction schedule, especially for a project of this magnitude, is not static, 
and variances within the schedule, both positive and negative, are expected to occur 
during construction of the units. Moreover, the Base Load Review Act recognizes 
that variances will occur during construction. More specifically, the Base Load 
Review Act requires the Public Service Commission of South Carolina to review and 
approve "the anticipated construction schedule for the plant including 
contingencies." See S.C. Code Ann. § 58-33-270(B)(1) (Supp. 2014). In Commission 
Order No. 2009-104(A), the Commission also determined that an 18-month 
construction schedule contingency was a reasona"ble amount of time by which to 
delay construction milestones without being required to return to the Commission 
for review of the circumstances surrounding the delay. Even with the variances 
identified in the 2015 Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2, the 
milestones in the schedule presented to the Commission in this proceeding would be 
within the 18 month contingency. Therefore, the Commission should approve the 
construction schedule presented to it by SCE&G as being reasonable and prudent. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

ORS _ SCEG _ 0 1204254 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
133

of311

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC 4 GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-42

DOCKET NO 2015-102-E

uestion lt'9

1-21- a. The Proposed Settlement Agreement, Schedule for Unit 2 shows
signif'leant negative variance from the current date through the
substantial completion date. Please state why the Commission should
accept this as being a pxudent schedule given the significant negative
variance.

The Consortium continues to refine and. update the Revised, Fully-Integrated
Construction Schedule as issued-f'r construction designs are finalized and as
additional information is received related to the fabrication of modules, shield
building panels and equipment, construction activities on site, start-up testing
requirements, and othex matters. This is evidenced by the variances set forth in the
2015 Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2.

The construction schedule, especially for a project of this magnitude, is not static,
and variances within the schedule, both positive and negative, are expected to occur
during construction of the units. Moreover, the Base Load Review Act recognizes
that variances will occur during construction. More specifically, the Base Load
Review Act requires the Public Service Commission of South Carolina to review and
approve "the anticipated construction schedule for the plant including
contingencies." See S.C. Code Ann. 3 58-88-270(B)(1) (Supp. 2014). In Commission
Order No. 2009-104(A), the Commission also determined that an 18-month
construction schedule contingency was a reasonable amount of time by which to
delay construction milestones without being required to return to the Commission
for review of the circumstances surrounding the delay. Even, with the variances
identified in the 2015 Proposed Settlement Agreement Schedule for Unit 2, the
milestones in the schedule presented to the Commission in this proceeding would be
within the 18 month contingency. Therefore, the Commission should approve the
construction schedule presented to it by SCE&6 as being reasonable and prudent.
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Confidential 

Question #10: 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 

OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

1.21- b. Please state the criteria for performing construction on the Unit 2 Shield 
Building during the Unit 2 Containment ILRT pressurization. 

Response: 

There are two primary parts of this testing. The first portion is the Containment 
Pressure Test (CPT) (a ·one-time structural integrity test) which requires the 
Containment Vessel (CV) to be pressurized to 110% of the design pressure and held at 
that pressure for a specified duration. The second portion is the Integratecl Leak Rate 
Test which is done at design pressure or lower. 

The CPT is currently identified in the Integrated Project Schedule as having a two-day 
duration. During a time when the CV is nearing design pressure for the first time and 
when it is above design pressure, industrial safety requirements will not allow work to 
take place on the Shield Building. This schedule activity currently falls during the 
period of time in which the Shield Building roof concrete is curing, so no work will take 
place on the Shield Building during the Integrated Leak Rate Test. When the CV is at 
or below design pressure, work on the Shield Building will resume. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC R GAS COMPANY

OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS&2

DOCKET NO. 2013-103-E

uestion ¹10:

1.21- b. Please state the criteria for peri'orming construction on the Unit 2 Shield
Building during the Unit 2 Containment ILRT pressurization.

There are two primary parts of this testing. The first portion is the Containment
Pressure Test (CPT) (a one-time structural integrity test) which requires the
Containment Vessel (CV) to be pressurized to 110% of the design pressure and held at
that pressure for a specified duration. The second portion is the Integratecl Leak Rate
Test which is done at design pressure or lower.

The CPT is currently identified in the Integrated Project Schedule as having a two-day
duration. During a time when the CV is nearing design pressure for. the first time and
when it is above design pressure, industrial safety requirements will not allow worl» to
take place on the Slneld Building. This schedule activity currently I'alla during the
period of thne in which the Shield Building roof concrete is curing, so no work will take
place on the Shield Building during the Integrated Leak Rate Test. When the CV is at
or below design. pressure, work on the Shield Building will resume.
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S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question #11 

1-29- Attachment 1- Please indicate the amount that was paid, if any for each invoice, and 
the action to that was /will be taken to resolve each invoice, with the estimated completion 
date. 

Response: 

See the attached supplemental document. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC dn GAS COMPANY'FFICE

OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGSA2
DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

9 1 't'll
1-29- Attachment 1- Please indicate the amount that was paid, it'ny for each invoice, and
the action to that was /wiII be taken to resolve each invoice, with the estnnated completiosr
date.

n~:
See the attached supplemental document.
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SOUTH C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Response: Reference the additional information provided below for AIR 1-29 Attachment 1 for (i) total amount paid for each invoice; (ii) anticipated resolution; and 

(iii) estimated dates of resolution. 

AIR 1-29 Attachment 1 
List of Invoices Returned to Vendor/Payment Disallowed by SCE&G through December 31 2014 1 

- ~' (; 

. SCE&G's SS'Ya 
,(i) 

Invoice,. SCE&G's55% 

J 

" 

Reason for Disallowance:of.P,aym~nt ' ; ·Vendo.r Invoice I! ln'-lo.ice Type ·costs · . . ... iJ~.lM!!lK . 
Date co~ • ~~~pl~iJe~~-~ll:it:~lim.~t~~;~~~~·~f~Re.~IJ.!.utiqn 

' 
.. ("(otal. Not Bald) (total Paid) . ;. • ~" 'I ' 

\" ''· 
,I"'· 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope Invoiced In Target Price work 

Westinghouse 90231441 08/07/12 Target $773,196.24 $0.00 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

scope. Egjw~ted D;~te of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 

Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 12/03/12 $34,205.67 $0.00 
E:!:!;ima:tgd Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

1370713-RS-00360 T&M available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1378403-RS-00360 12/07/'J2 Target $415,220.73 $4,465,627.78 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

scope. Estim2ted Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 

Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1378644-RB-00360 12/11/12 T&M $23,556.70 $0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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~ ' ~ I
~ '

~ Ã ~ 8 8

~ n

90231441 08/07/22 Target 5773,196 24 $0 00

CBEIRane & Webster 1370713-RB-00360

nesdutio Involtehesbeenretumedbasedon
5 CE&Gs inta rpretatlan of the EPC Contrast
E d or aesolunon Isnrendy, ECEB 0
tsnnot pradittwhen thisissuetgBberesolved

le. ' .

~ '' ll \ ~ ' I

~ I'I '' I ~ I I . . ~

2378644.830IX!60 22i21/22 T&M
~ .

~ I ~



(i) 
l:' SCE&G_'s 55% 

. f~~ -'Invoice, _ S,CE&G~s- 55%_· : f<,,,y, ',. I • '• ;•;,;~<;,;,::<-··:i:,~JlJl!K~·.lJ ., . •,Reason,fo~.Disallow~!l«;S,llf•~~Y!!:le!'.~ 1 l;l~ ·Y~!ldor, Jnvo_ice_##_·. "d ' ·lnvoic~·Type 1·• ·costs . -. .. ,, , ···-··- ,,,,,. ... I . 
1: Date.

1
; :. (Tatalllf!!~·~<lid.) Costs ~!\~9,1,1,1~! ' · ,f,R!il~q l,ltiqn 

' ~'·t ':<, (Total Paid) '• ~~; :~}: ?···:·:t~i~::· :·. . ' ·, ' . ; 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not ! 

Target Price work scope Invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1391780-R8-00360 01/08/13 T&M $12,072.45 $0.00 
available, The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
a,nd provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1408818-R8-00361 02/05/13 

Firm Price Handy- $13,108.55 $1,543,244.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date fer Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 'CB&I Stone & Webster 1409316-R8-Q0361 02/05/13 $2,235.52 $253,183.25 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: ResolUtion Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90243229 02/07/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$45,320.00 $40,788,440.33 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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I 

SCE&G's SSY. 

(i) 
SCE&G's. 55% (H),,(iji) Reason for Disallowance of.j:Jay,ment Vendor Invoice# 

Date 
Invoice Type Cpsts 

Costs Resoluticmand ~stimated ~ate of Resolution 
(Total Not !!aid~ (Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90243232. 02/07/13 

Firm Price Handy- $87,756.65 $10,331,427.97 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execut'1on date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

$118,729.01 $4,464,830.78 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1412.612.-RB-00360 02/08/13 Target 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12., 2012., 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1412932-RS-00361 02./11/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$26,774.31 $3,152,089.47 wlll not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whltman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2.012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 142.4125-R8~DD361 03/05/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$13,108.55 $1,543,2.44.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

Invoice 

SCE&G's 55% ;(iilJ:Wili 
Rea.son for D!s..anowan.ce q.f;~~'ll!l~~t . Vendor Invoice## 

Date · 
Invoice. TYIJ.e.. Costs Costs 

1 
Resolution a,t:d'estijn~~~~~ 'cla~e pf;RE!solution ; 

{Total Not Paid) 
(Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from CB&i Stone & Webster 1424148-R8-00361 03/06/13 $2,235.52 $263,183.25 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from CB&I Stone & Webster 1434164-RB-00361 03/18/13 $85,834.03 $10,105,081.93 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference In interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&l Stone & Webster 1444639-RS-00361 04/01/13 $13,769.92. $1,62.1,106.09 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

Invoice 

SCE&G'sSS% (1!), Ji!i), Reason for Disallo)Mal'!ce .of Pa;Ymen!: Vendor Invoice# 
Date I' Invoice Type Costs 

Costs Resolution and estim;:~ted;date of R.esolution 
(Total Not Paid) 

(Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1447637-RS-00361 04/04/13 

Firm Price Handy-
$2,235.52 $263,183.25 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference In interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&l Stone & Webster 1447638-RS-00361 04/04/13 $58,789.20 $6,921,144.10 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order i1.6, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90247358 04/05/13 
Firm Price Handy- $5,758.02 $677,881.57 wlll not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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(i) 

Invoice 

SCE&G'sSS% · . l!i>!;.om Reason for DisallowanceofPaywen,t Vendor Invoice #I Invoice Type Costs Costs Resolutlon.,<md es.~irnated,;!;l.ateofResolution Date (Total Not Paid) 
(Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90247364 04/05/13 

Firm Price Handy-
$11,767.55 $1,385,372.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invaice these charges under Target Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not 

Target Price work scope invoiced In T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1451161-RS-00360 04/12/13 T&M $127,150.98 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1464706-RS-00361 05/02/13 $2,235.52. $263,183.92 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in C0'16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1464753-RS-00361 05/02/13 $13,108.49 $1,543,238.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Axed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

Invoice 

SCE&G's55% (ii), (iii) Reason for Disallowance"of R!J.Y,ffiel'lt: Vendor Invoice I# lnvojce Type Costs 
Costs Resolution anc;l.l'!~iro.it~~ .dl!te .of Resolution Date 

(Total Not Paid) 
(Total P.aid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of257%: 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90249140 05/07/13 $38,599.07 $4,544,196.02 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 

$0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&l Stone & Webster 1469506-R8-00360 05/09/13 T&M $50,268.63 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12., 2.012., 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1483990-R8-00361 06/03/13 $13,108.49 $1,543,238.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

1 Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12., 2012, , 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Differ.ence in Interpretation of Initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1484433-RB-00361 06/04/13 $2.,235.52 $2.63,183.92 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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(i) 
; .. (li) '(iii). lnv.oice SCE&G's55% 

' •, ' ., >'·.l'"·.'F't·.'i ' ', Reason .~or;Q,jsallo~'!ll'!!IC.e,,o.f;~'!V!rlen~ ·. Vendor .Invoice#.' 
Date 

Jnvoice.Type Costs Costs Resolutiol!.and'esti!1J~\e~,:~ate.qfR~~olution ... ; r 
(Total Not Paid) (Total Paid)· ,c"i, .• ,i .. ,, ... 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from CB&I Stone & Webster 1484434-RS-00361 06/04/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$17,937.06 $2,111,696.46 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in Interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90251417 06/07/13 

Firm Price Handy-
$65,084.65 $7,662,296.98 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Axed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges underTarget Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1495971-RB-00360 06/14/13 T&M $83,391.15 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1506378-RB-00361 07/02/"!.:3 $2,235.52 $263,183.92 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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.. 
Invoice 

SCE&G's55% 
SCE&G's55% (i!), (!i!) Reason for Disallowance of Payment Vendor lavoicel# Invoice .TYJ?e Costs Costs Resolution,and esti11Jat~tLdate of Resolution Date 

(Total Not Paid) 
(Total Pald) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

The owner has operated under this agreement and 
Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90253160 07/08/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$17,049.48 $2,007,204.20 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1506293-RS-00361 07/08/'13 

Firm Price Handy-
$'13,769.87 $1,621,100.07 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides far a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1514304-R8-00361 07/11/13 
Firm Price Handy- $108,120.84 $12,728,867.25 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is nat 

. available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-in voice these charges under Target Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1515585-RS-00360 07/12/13 T&M $67,837.79 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&l Stone & Webster 1529025-R8-00361 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

-
Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90255003 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90255008 HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Confidential 

Invoice 
· 1 ''Pate·' 

08/02/13 

08/07/13 

08/07/13 

Jnl(oice Type 

Firm Price Handy-
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy-
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy-
Whitman 

SCE&G'sSS% 
:Costs 

·(Total NotPald) 

$2,300.63 

$99,365.92 

$58,025.94 

. 

(i) 
SCE&G's$5% 

C!JSts 
(Total Paid) 

$269,955.60 

$15,570,531.65 

$6,808,741.39 

'''"";, .,, 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 
will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 
will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 
will not pay additional funds to the·.Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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,Invoice 
SCE&G'sSS% SCE&G'sSS% (ii),. (!ill: Reason for. Disallowance of Payment. Vender Invoice It : ln:voice Ty.pe Costs Resolution and .estimated. dat~ of Resolution Date (Total Not Paid) 

Costs 
(Total Paid)· 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1529663-R8-00361 08/08/13 

Firm Price Handy- $13,490.20 $1,605,681.67 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. · 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope Invoiced in Target Price work 

08/09/13 $28,859.89 $5,507,100.11 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1529816-RS-00360 Target Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&i will re-involce these charges under Target Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1529957-R8-00360 08/14/13 T&M $56,094.01 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghou~e 90255655 08/16/13 

Firm Price Handy-
$22,734.63 $2,667,673.26 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estlroat~d Dat~ of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution' date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

!,(il~~(ijih . lnyoice SCE&G'sSS% 
Reason fpr.[)isaiiDWilnce,otP.i1Yf!l~[lt ·Vendor Invoice If Invoice Type Costs 

Costs Resolution .. and,e~~i.IJ1~'~d~di1~~c:Jfl!\e~_olu.tion ·Date 
(Total Not (laid) 

(Total Raid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Arm Price Handy-
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference In interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1547023-RS-00361 09/03/13 $13,490.20 $1,582.,934.32 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1548323-R8-00361 09/04/13 $2,300.63 $269,955.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in co 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90256785 09/09/13 $87,212.58 $10,233,491.64 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

i: 
.• 
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Invoice .. SCEI!t.G'sSS% 
SCE&.G's 55% ,(1!)~~{!\!1; . Invoice ll II)V.OiceType Costs Reasqn for Dis!l!!~)Na.!}l:l'! Pt~~Ym~n.t: .:: 'V!!p~or 

Date ' .. :~ 

Costs Resplution.and~estlp1a~ed.d.ate.cifRJ!solut!on .. (Total. Not Paid) 
{Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1556218-R8-0036i 09/17/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$21,977.23 $2,578,800.39 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
~imated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&J will re-involce these charges under Target Price. 

Target Price work scope Invoiced In T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 155568Q-R8-00360 09/19/13 T&M $0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not $58,625.20 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1564461-RS-00361 10/02/B 
Firm Price Handy-

$2,300.63 $269,955.60 . wlll not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90258682 10/07/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$23,312.62 $3,523,495.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
avallable. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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(i) 

Jnvoite 

SCE&G'sSS% ·•· . . . . :,,.t~i]i;;.~~[!lL . .. . . . . . . 6~il.~C!PJ~!d?i~~J!P,w~n~~.;~tl\!!~¥.m~nt.: ·'1.1~ :~endor. tml'oice# .. 
: :,oatec· ; Invoice TyP,e . C.o,sts 

·Costs Re$olutjqp::iln~;~.§,~:V'~t~~:~at~:P,f.i.~~~olutip!l (Total Not Paid) 
(Total Paid) 

•, :; .. ·.::~.· <-.·t ,, 
',".;,.~,/"" .. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster HW to Axed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 1564295-RS-00361 10/07/13 

The Owner has operated under this agreement and Firm Price Handy-
$14,907.34 $1,749,222.93 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90258980 10/10/13 ($39,386.81) ($4,621,633.20) will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in co 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium S~nior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1567981-RS-00360 10/10/13 T&M $22,864.46 $0.00 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations·between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2'012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1572100-RB-00361 10/10/13 $24,328.94 $2,854,747.76 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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CO 16. 

Difference in interpretation o f  initial transition from 

HW t o  Fixed Rate Escalation in c o  16. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

HW t o  Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

scope. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

CB&l Stone & Webster 

Westinghouse 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

Invoice.# InvoiCE!. 
.: .. ·Date·.:,. 

1599066-R8-00361 11/04/13 

1599180-R8·00361 11/05/13 

90260825 11/08/13 

1602383-RS-00360 11/11/13 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Target 

SCE~G'sSS% 

,Cpsts 
· (Total Not Paid) 

$13,490.19 

$2,300.63 

$2,837.50 

$198,302.08 

(i) 
SCE&G'sSS% 

co~ . 
(To.tal Paid) 

!(ii)J(iil).;, 
Resolution. and estt.ri~~e~ 'date of Res.olutlon 
,~, ' • ' • • •o •· ~·~ • • 'Y'''' •>: '.< •' • 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2.012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2..57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$1,582,934.33 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$269,955.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$5,328,000.54 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

$7,025,300.73 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 
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(i) 

~(I') '("Ill'' 
... :R~~~.on !.~!J?!.~~~"e~~IJ~~;,,~f;.1,~~Yffi~l)t. · 1;, .:'¥~11~9,.r1; . , '\1\l(tli~el#: 

Jnvolce 
tloyoice,TY~e :Co~ts.. 1 ... 

SCE&~'sSS% 
t Re~ill.4~il!~'·~~d'~sitffi~~~~{~~~~·ofi6~~pl~.tlon . ' li,i .. ·i ,, ~ '!i oate ,rift 

,('J'ot;ll Not (laid), 
Costs; 

: '· 
; 

('J:otal Paid)·· 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges under Target Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not 

Target Price work scope Invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&l Stone & Webster 1603258-R8-00360 11/14/13 . T&M $50,232.80 
available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 16063n-RB-00361 11/18/13 $175,928.09 $20,643,336.31 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90261725 11/19/13 $18,212.99 $2,137,105.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1615154-RB-00361 12/02/'J3 $13,490.19 $1,582,934.33 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 
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Invoice 
SCE&G'sSS% 

S~E/11G's~S% (ii).{ili}. 
ReasonJer.P,I,~~.Ilp»:~!lF~,P.fr.~~X!",~Il~.: ,y~J:t.dpr,· lnvo.Icelt lnllo!~e.TyP!! · , , !=OS~ , , ·<r-~·::··~!"·.'!~:~,·~~'·· ,,· .· ·. • ·': ,,.,Date·,· c~~ts ~e~DJ1Jtio!1,BJ1~,.~s~lm,il~~#;g!)j:!'l.Clf~es()lutlo.n ·" ,, 

.. (Total Not Paid) .. 
~ (Total Paid) l 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&l Stone & Webster 1615371-RB-00361 12/03/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$2,300.63 $269,955.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Own'er and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 9026847 12/06/13 
Firm Price Handy-

$1,776.69 $661,826.16 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90262851 12/06/13 
Firm Price Handy- $125,825.14 $14,764,274.15 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
pal}: of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

$8,791.02 $4,171,102.58 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. CB&I Stone & Webster 1620649-RS-00360 12/06/13 Target 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 
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(i) 
c .lnvo[c~.. , SCE&G's.sS% i . . . ' '• {:;Jj,i);il{ijj),j:: ' . ' 

,.R~<JSI!J•,!C!!il:!~i!,IJ'!W!'!,?,~~,,!!t,~.'!,YW~!J~~;. ~~ ; ' :.Ye!ldor. dnvoj~e ltc h.oa~e'?: J: l.~vo.i~e:TYP,e., Co~ts, ., 
:costs• : .R!!soli;i~!pn)l!l);~;~~j}:i1,a,~~~~):~.~t!'\:~JiB,!l.~CIJ\ltiCin :. (Total No~ Paid) (Total Paid). . .::.; 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1625527-RB-00361 12/12/13 

Firm Price Handy-
$34,315.34 $4,026,548.68 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Upon the execution of Change Order 17, 
CB&I will re-invoice these charges underTarget Price. 

$0.00 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date not 

Target Price work scope invoiced in T&M work scope. CB&I Stone & Webster 1621416-RB-00360 12/13/13 T&M $21,893.69 available. The execution date of Change Order 17 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The owner has operated under this agreementand 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1633713-RS-00361 01/02/14 $2,300.63 $269,955.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

' 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1635088-RB-00361 01/02/14 $13,490.19 $1,705,771.75 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Confidential 
ORS SCEG _ 0 1204274 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
153

of311

1"J1 0 lg2, 9369 5000

~ .. ~



(i) 

lnvotce. 

SCE&G's55% 

!I!Jdii,i), 

Reason fo~.Dis'!IJoVfil.nc~:.gf,e.il.X[Ie,n~; ·:It ·:Yel'J.~Or Invoice# 
:oate•:'l' Jnl(.oice WPe C~$ .Costs· Rest~lu~ion 11nd estitnil~~~'dii!te, of R~solution 

:.(Tot;al Not P,aid) 
(Total Paid) . ' 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Westinghouse 90264813 01/08/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$19,828.31 $7,195,739.39 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order '16, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90264822 01/08/14 

Firm Price Handy- $96,345.68 $11,305,165.87 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date far Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced In Target Price work 

$44,182.95 $4,068,668.39 
SCE&G's Interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster l646382-R8-00360 01/10/14 Target Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1663881-RS-00361 02/03/14 

Firm Price Handy- $2,344.05 $2.76,900.91 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 
· ;:{iimm>~-lnvoic~ .. SCE&G'sSS% r · Re11s.o.ll Jpr Pis~!!9Wim~.f1P.f,ge:Y.'nl;U~1,, .,; j, .vendor-: .lnvo_if:e ~-· -··oate·" ,• i !nvoice#TYP.~ '.Costs-

Costs .i. _Re_so!l!.~ii'IJia,q'!i~t!~:#i~~i~e(~.qf,ifi~plution 
' ' ,,., .,. ~ ",,. 

(Total Not ~aid) 
(Total ~aid} 

'\t .. _ ... ~· .. . ;, ;_ :~~,.(":.:·~. ·~-'"'!, _:,, 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1663975-RB-00361 02/03/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$16,242.15 $1,918,679.38 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 15. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference In interpretation of Initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90267086 02/06/14 $2,891.04 $7,491,101.50 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, i012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in Interpretation of Initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90267097 02/06/14 $32,197.61 $3,803,491.87 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on Firm Price work scope invoiced In Target Price work 
$46,805.53 $9,698,053.65 SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. CB&I Stone & Webster 1669753-RS-00360 02/10/14 Target 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
scope. 

cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 
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(i) 

•

1

1nyoice 

SCE&G'sSS% 

.(ii)l(!ji} 

Rea~on for Disallowa.nce.of.!!;lYment Ve!ldor Invoice#· Invoice Type . Costs 
Cos.ts Resolution and. estim.!lte.i! ,elate ofResolutlcn Date· 

(Total Not Paid) 
(Total P.aid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1670481-RS-00361 02/11/14 Firm Price Handy-
$15,320.62 $1,809,819.20 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90269036 02/28/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$145,428.36 $17,179,399.03 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1693387-RB-00361 03/03/14 $2,344.05 $276,900.91 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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SCEgtfg'6 55Ya

Iptfafga Type Costs
(Tnta! Nnt Paldl

Resolution An executed Letter Agreement, the basis
forChangearder16, wzsapprovedlulyU.,2D12,
and prowdes for «Rxed escalation rate of 2 575
The Owner has operated under this agreement and

51,809,829 20 will net pay addlbonal funds to the Consortium
Rsdmated Dateof Resoludon Resolution Date re not
available The execution date for Change Order 16 is
part af continuin6 negooaoons between ovmer and
Consortium Senior Management.

Dgfarenrw w mterpratation ef nnlsl transmon fram
Hwto 6 xe6 Rate fees ianon in CO 16



CO 1 6 .  

D i f f e r e n c e  in I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Initial t r a n s i t i o n  f r o m  

HW t o  Fixed R a t e  Escalation in CO 1 6 .  

M l l e s t o n e ( s )  n o t  c o m p l e t e  w h e n  i n v o i c e d .  

Firm Price w o r k  s c o p e  i n v o i c e d  in T a r g e t  Price w o r k  

s c o p e .  

C o n f i d e n t i a l  

WJ!ndqr' 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

Westinghouse 

Westinghouse 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

1693391-RB-00361 03/03/14 

90269371 03/07/14 

90269371 03/07/14 

1697884-RB-00360 03/07/14 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price 6.50% 

Target 

<SC:E~G's .55% 
.costs• 

• ("J:otatNot !Jaid) . · 

$16,242.15 

$32,323.89 

$0.00 

$64,171.01 

(i) 
SC~B!,G'~ 5!)~ . 

Cc~t~ 
{Total Paid). 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
far Change Order 16, was approved July 12,2012, 
anci provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$1,918,679.38 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between owner and 
consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the·basis 

for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$10,397,995.84 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

RESOLVED- Milestone was completed in March 

$0.00 2015. Owner received Invoice# 90295850 dated 
04/08/15. 

$5,830,871.40 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

ORS SCEG 01204278 
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lnvo.i~e 
SCE&G's55% SCE&G'sSS% (i!k(UJ), 

Reason for DiS<!!loVI(ance .of P~Y!!le.nt Ven.~or Invoice# 
Date 

Invoice Type Co.sts Costs ResoiLition and. estlrriatgl:{ d.ate of Resolution 
(Total Not Paid} (Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from CB&I Stone & Webster 1712460-RB-00361 04/01/14 
Firm Price Handy- $16,242.15 $2,060,340.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&l Stone & Webster 1713167-RS-00361 04/01/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$2,344.05 $276,900.91 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: Invoke has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

$25,692.37 $6,085,462.20 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1716927-RB-00360 04/04/14 Target Estimated Date of Besolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12., 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57"/o. 
The Owner has operated <mderthis agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90271268 04/07/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$46,056.73 $6,041,748.40 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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CO 16. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

HW t o  Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Confidential 

Westinghouse 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

90271271 04/07/14 

1748821-R8-00361 04/24/14 

1755650-R8-00361 05/01/14 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Flrm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

$53,706.33 

$13,772.75 

$16,242.15 

(i) 
SCE&G.'s 55%. 

,ci::Jsts 
(Total Paid); 

: . . ' :y(ij)J~!liJ)j:, ' .. .· 
.. .~espJu~~n, }~ifg;~.~~iJif~~~~~~~~~:c)fitt/'l~·olutit:ln 

:{j ' '' ' ·:·)' :f::.~t',t\~~~:iwl;~~<i},;;£;~' r 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$6,344,310.02 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is nat 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
consortium senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
far Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$1,626,970.01 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date far Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 
The Owner has operat~d under this agreement and 

$1,918,679.38 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is Hot 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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,.,,)foice SCJ:&f;;'s SS% J!i),Jiii):, Reason for Disallowarwe:of:~ayr,nent,' ·' ·Vepdar. Invoice# Invoice Type Costs Costs Resolu~on ar)destimated,date of Resolution Date (Total Not Paid) 
(Total P.ald) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a iixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&l Stone & Webster 1756100-R8-00361 05/01/14 

Firm Price Handy- $2,344.05 $276,900.91 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalaf1on in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date· of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope Invoiced In Target Price work 

05/06/14 $11,039.68 $5,863,758.85 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1756516-RB-00360 Target Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1761113-RB-00361 05/08/14 
Firm Price Handy- $24,787.97 $2,928,193.77 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 

I 
and provides for a iixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90269040 05/23/14 
Firm Price Handy- $21,121.73 $2,495,101.81 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management.· 
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\ ,• 

SCE&(i's 55% 
(i) 

< .~,; .• ; i: ,lnvoJ~~; SCE&G's55% '· . . . . .. :i!!!Ml!!!Jy· . . . .. _.,,~~'!~.!?-!!.ifS!I.<Q!~~Jt9~~~~:~,~.~~,YJJJI~gJ,;·· ,,;,. Nendor.·. '·!!IV'?l\=e:#,, ~' C''~Date!i;~ it • !!lvoice1Typ,e. Costs ' ;costs Reso!utiol):ari:d,;~#i.iv,~~~~J.~e~~-'?f'l;l~solutipn 1\> ·' '" "fh" ,.,.f <: (Total Not ~aid):. ·.. .· . ... . . ,;. 
(Total Paid} '• ~·-: ' ·,; F· . \•:,.;_~ . •~lo' ,~:," -~h' ::?< 'e .,,... 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1776782-R8-00361 05/30/14 $27,586.14 $3,258,739.58 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1776778-RB-00361 06/02/14 $2,344.05 $276,900.91 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. · Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12,2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The owner has operated under this agreement and Difference In interpretation of Initial transition from 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1777366-R8-00361 06/02/14 $16,242.15 $1,918,679.38 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: ResoJution Date is not 

available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

Confidential ORS_SCEG_01204282 
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. 
Invoice 

SCE&G's 55% 
SCE&G's.SS% .'(ii);(iii)/. 

Reason for Disallowance· of Pay111ent: Vendor Invoice## Invoice Ty.p~ Costs ResoJqtl_OJ'l and e~~r;;~t~d;dat~ of Resolution Date 
, (Total f'Jot Paid) 

Costs 
(Total P.aic;l) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90275007 06/06/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$3,491.74 $12,179,754.44 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in co 16. Whitman Estimateg Datg of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90275020 06/06/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$112,065.04 $13,238,201.60 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed ~ate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

' available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90275068 06/06/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$26,775.13 $3,162,936.09 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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ReasonforOfsaffmnanceofPayment Vendor
SCE&t3'3 55%

Invoice Tyne Costs
,(Total Not Paid)

Resolvt on An executed Letter Agreement, the bass
for change adler 16, was approved July 12, 2012,
and provides for a axed esca laban rate of 2 57n
The owner has operated under this agreement and

512 179 754A4 wdl not pay addie onal funds to the Consomum
Est m te of Resolution Resoluhon Date is not
available The execubon date for Change Order 16 is

part of contmuing negohsuons between Owner and
Conrorhum Senior Management

S26,775 13 53,162,936 99
wnitman



(i) 

,JOY!*~.;: SCE&G'§SS% . ):(lil;.tUi!li' Reasoniforc.Pl~~!.li!~<;~Rc,~;~fi~~,Y['I!/}t' •: ,;. '·:Vendor· I Invoice II; ·Jnvojce Jype 'Costs 
Cos.ts ResplutiC!n•.lln.d 'e~~ii:ni!t~p,clate,ofRf!solution PateJ 

' (Tqtal Not Paid) ' , 
(Total Paid) 

Resolution: CB&I requested thatSCE&G approve the 
replacement of this milestone with a new milestone. 
SCE&G has not approved the replacement milestone 
pending the execution ot'Change Order 16 and its 

Firm Price Handy-
$1,824,151.97 $0.00 

associated milestones. 
Milestone(s) not complete when invoiced. CB&I Stone & Webster 1794841-RS-00361 06/25/14 

Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not Escalation payment capped due to Delay In Milestone 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1798659-RB-00361 07/01/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$314,339.37 $5,150,917.81 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations Completion beeause of Structural Module Delay. Whitman 
between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updat.ed 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1798666-RB-00360 07/01/14 $1,989,006.88 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1799837-RS-00360 07/02/14 $279,244.96 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Confidential 
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Escalauon payment capped due to Delay ln Milestone
compleuon because of structural Module Delay

CB&l Stone & Webster 1798699-R8.00361

Resolut on Invoice has been returned
Esbm ted D te of Resolut on R olution Date snot

3311389 37 39 136 91781 available Issue is part of corrbnumg negobabons
between Ownerand Conmrburngenior

Resolution progress Pavrn ant cash Rows vnll be
reaggned wrth Construct on Schedule

31 9s9 Drw ss Soon IEMImared Dace ofnemkinon The tlrnrncafpavmenr
ispartofcontinuingnegohabons between Owner
and Consorbum Senior Management
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. 
. ·lnvoic~; 

SCE&G'sSS% 
SCE&,G1s SS% ,i(ii);'(iii)< 

Reason for Disallol{llallt:!! pf P.~Ji.mel\ti ··Vendor. Invoice# 
·.oate;·· "Invoice WP.e C:qsts Costs Resolution and estim~t~i{date of Resolution 

(Total Not Paid) . •···· "c _, ., .•. ,-; •···· '•'• •" ,. ' ' ... 
{Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Westinghouse 90276949 07/08/14 
Firm Price Handy- $6,82.8.35 $5,044,834.69 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated Westinghouse 90276955 07/08/14 Firm Price 6.50% $1,727,780.49 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

Escalation payment capped due to Delay in Milestone 
Westinghouse 90276960 07/08/14 Firm Price Handy- $756,420.87 $13,309,931.24 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations Completion because of Structural Module Delay. Whitman between Owner and Consortium Senior 

Management . 
.. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a iixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 

Westinghouse 90277026 07/08/14 
Firm Price Handy-

$10,268.80 $1,213,050.10 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date js not 
available. The execution date for Ch9nge Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

, Invoice' I, SCE&G's SS% ' ' '(li),i(iii) ' ' ,,Reason Jar, Disal,lqwanc!!',of,,P~,Y,!lleq,t,' t> Vendor, ' Invoice#, 
Daw<, Invoice Type Costs 

Costs ~esolutiC!n;and;E!§~if!)~i~~;dl!te of,ftesolution 
(Total Not paid) 

(Total Paid} 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1831313-R8-00360 08/04/14 $1,932,050.29 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 

Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy· 
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1831335-RS-00360 08/04/14 $286,429.01 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 

Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

Westinghouse 90278767 08/07/14 Firm Price 6.50% $1,678,563.26 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90279161 08/07/14 $17,425.98 $2,054,381.30 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Confidential ORS SCEG_01204286 
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(i) 

. Reason for. Dl~allow~r;(! ,r,f P.<!Ymept. Vendgr Invoice##· Invoice 
• Invoice Type Cqsts seE.~G's ss% .(ii),(iii)\ 

Date;i Costs .Resolu~on,.gmd'~S,~rl~t.?c(~!!te,o~.Resolution ·(Total Not Paid) 
(Total Raid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Westinghouse 90279164 08/07/14 $30,335.40 $3,576,297.10 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Westinghouse 90279168 08/07/14 $14,036.06 $1,654,737.72 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolutjon Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management 

ResolUtion: Invoice has been returned. 
Incremental identifiable costs specifically attributable Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
to the Structural Module Delay and Firm Price work CB&I Stone & Webster 1832044-R8-00360 08/08/14 Target $1,342,428.04 $8,834,774.07 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations 
scope invoiced in Target Price work scope. between Owner and Consortium Senior 

Management 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 

Escalation payment capped due to Delay in Milestone Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date Is not 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1842134-RS-00361 08/14/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$60,238.26 $2,796,794.41 available. Issue Is part of continuing negotiations Completion because of Structural Module Delay. Whitman 

between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management 
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(i) 

' . . )•,(jili;Jliilll ;; .. . . 
· ... 

clovojc:e 
,. 

SCE&G's. 55%. 
Reason Jqr;.oi~allglftla!l!=~Af,P,'!~~ent.: · v.enci~r, 'Invoice##, Date,\ ·• II)VOice·Type, ,costs 

Costs. Res~:~}ll.tio!l·'!flci:~~~iij<!~!i,~;ciat!!.Of;~espJution (TotaLNot ~aici) (Total Poaid) 
I 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement.and 

Difference In interpretation of initial transition from CB&l Stone & Webster 1842134-R8-00361 08/14/14 $19,330.22 $2,796,794.41 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realig(led with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1851858-R8-00360 09/02/14 $286,429.01 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

CB&l Stone & Webster 1851892-RB-00360 09/02/14 $1,907,409.46 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule, Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

-

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

Westinghouse 90280671 09/08/14 Firm Price 6.50% $1,659,063.15 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. 
is part of continuing negotlations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Confidential ORS _ SCEG _ 01204288 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
167

of311

ogress payments need to be resigned wnh upd acr

mstrucnon Schedu e

Resalubon Progress Payment cash Tlnwswig be
reabgnedmth Construmon Schedule

$190740946 60 00 Esurnated Datenf aesolutian The tisane ofnsvmen
s part of conbnulng negababans between Owner
and Consomum Sensor Management.

Cae I stone Rtuebrt r ra31692-'te.00360 09/0211
ogress payments need co be realigned wah updsr
mstrucbon Schedule

solubon Progress Pavmentcash flowswig be
abgned with Construcbon Schedule
timated Date of Resolution The timing of pavme
part of conbnulng negcruabons between Dwn sr
id cansorbum senior Managernerrc

ogrert Payments need to be reabgned with updated
onstnrcnon scneaure

Resolution An executed Letterngraemenb the ba
for Change Order16, wasapprovedtuly12, 2012,
and prov des for a fixed esca laban rate of 2 97M

he Owner has operated under this agreement an
$279679441 wignotpayaddmonalfundstotheConsamum.

Estimated Date of Resolubon Resoluban Date is n

available The executron date for Change Order 16

part of connnuing negotrabons between Owner an
Consortium Senior Management.

I ~ i

BIRN%~
~R



. 
SCE.B.r.G's.SS% 

:Reason for Disallowance of Payment'. . ' ;Vendor Invoice!# ,Invoice. 
Invoice Typ.e Co~ts 

SCE&G~sSS% . . dl!l,,!\i.!li 
• >,( ' :. ·-. ,, • . ':. • '" ·, . -~- Date. 

(Total. Not Paid) Co~ts ~esol!ltiCIJl.and.~~im'l!ed .. t!~t~ of.Resplution 
(Total Paid) 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Westinghouse 90280672 09/08/14 $18,373.72 $2,166,112.00 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 Is 

~ part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price,work scope invoiced In Target Price work 

Westinghouse 90280694 09/08/14 Target $12,624.46 $0.00 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

scope. Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
incremental identifiable costs specifically attributable 

' Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
to the Structural Module Delay and Firm Price work CB&I Stone & Webster 1863902-RS-00360 09/15/14 Target $315,614.72 $10,292,183.81 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations 
scope invoiced in Target Price work scope. between Owner and Consortium Senior 

Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Firm Price Handy-
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1868263-RS-00361 09/18/14 $47,777.31 $5,632,558.04 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 

. Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) "' ,. . . h SCE&G's$5% 

'{I;: 
,Jnva,~e: , .' SCE&G's$5% l'i . . .. ~!Hliillt!M . Reason fqr'D.is~l.l~~anc_!!,pf;R,~Xl)leQ~:: Nendori •Jnv.Qicel#,' : ,oate:'i' ·, ll}vC!Jce,type; Casts. 

Ca~ts· Re~aJ~tiO.!!<!IJl:d:~~J;im~~.~~i~~t~.CI.f~<~~s9!utia.n (Total ~at Paid) '· 

li (Total Paid) 
! 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of Initial transition from 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1794841-RS-00361 09/29/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$60,280.35 $7,120,896.08 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation In CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management, 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1876801-RS-00360 10/01/14 $286,429.01 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 

Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 

Firm Price Handy-
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1877965-RS-00360 10/01/14 $1,912,466.10 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 

Construction Schedule. Whitman 
is part of continuing negotiations between owner 
and Consortium Senior Management 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90283102 10/07/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$1,859.46 $219,215.36 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. -

Confidential ORS_SCEG_01204290 
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(i) 

Reason for Dis'!IIC!)!JCIO~e.qf ~!!Ymfl!~t Ven~or · Invoice# lnvojce. 
·.Invoice T)jpe Costs SCE&G'sSs% . (ii); (iii). 

Date' Costs RJ!Sq(u~Oitand ~~(m~~¢~:date of,R!!.SOI!Itf011 (Total Not Paid) 
(Total Paid) 

~-Milestone was completed in March Milestone(s) not complete when invoiced. Westinghouse 902.83102. 10/07/14 Firm Price 6.50% $0.00 $0.00 2.015. Owner received Invoice# 902.95850 dated 
04/08/15. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated realigned with Construction Schedule. 

Westinghouse 90283106 10/07/14 Firm Price 6.50% $1,655,888.00 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. Incremental identifiable costs specifically attributable 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not to the Structural Module Delay and Firm Price work CB&l Stone & Webster 1880895-R8-00360 10/13/14 Target $131,970.93 $8,301,488.93 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations scope invoiced in Target Price work scope. 
between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12., 2012., 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from Flrm Price Handy- The Owner has operated under this agreement and 
CB&I Stone & Webster 1794841A-R8-00361 10/30/14 $47,052.45 $5,558,288.58 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 

Estimated Date of Besolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order .16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 

' Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated Flrm Price Handy- realigned with Construction Schedule. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1914710-RB-00360 11/03/14 $286,429.01 $0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment Construction Schedule. 
Whitman 

is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 
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need t o  be realigned with updated 

I Construt:tion Schedule. 

I m f f e r · e n c : e  In i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of initial transition from 

t o  Rxed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Payments need t o  be realigned with u p d a t e d  

IC:rmo;-tr~llcticm Schedule. 

I Di'Ffer·enc:e in interpretation of initial transition from 
to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Confidential 

··· Wendor,. 
I'",{·. 

Westinghouse 

Westinghouse 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

CB&l Stone & Webster 

;IR)IOj~e.t#1-.· 

902.85070 11/07/14 

90285076 11/07/14 

1915276-RB-00360 11/07/14 

1919261-RB-00351 11/07/14 

Firm Price 6.50% 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

$1,567,92.3.60 

$50,081.71 

$1,774,305.57 

$28,769.61 

!i) 
,sce&G's;ss%\ 

··Co~Js 
(Total Paid)' 

IM:.>!!lill!2lli. An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
Order 16, was approved July 12., 2.012., 

provides for a fix~d escalation rate of 2.57%. 
owner has operated under this agreement and 

$5,904,227.32 not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

$3,391,704.60 

lf>:!;lmgt§!.Q.llm;!LQ!B!llill!!1!QffiResolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

[~t!ffi;ru:!Q..!;>M!!LQ!:.llilli!!ill!!Q!l~ K<:!Socu1:oon Date is nat 
date for Change Order 16 is 

negotiations between Owner and 
'LconscJruum Senior Management. 
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. . I 

I 

Incremental identifiable costs specifically attributable 
to the Structural 'Module Delay and Firm Price work 
scope invoiced iri Target Price work scope. 

l 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. 

Replacement Mil,estone(s) not approved by Owner 

I 

Escalation payment capped due to Delay In Milestone 
Completion beca,use of Structural Module Delay. 

rnnf1rJpnft'Jif 

Invoice# 
. clnvoice· 
: ri~~,::. 

CB&J Stone & Webster 1919267-RS-00360 11/07/14 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1931947-RB-00361 11/20/14 

CB&J Stone & Webster 1933114-RB-00361 11/24/14 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1934181-RB-00361 11/26/14 

lnvoi~eTyRe. 

Target 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

; 
. !iCEB!~'s 55.% 

Casts 
(Total Not Paid) 

$96,545.83 

$48,020.52 

$6,118,364.43 

$804,877.86 

(i) 
SCE&G's SS% · 

Costs 
(To.tal Pajd) 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

$9,532,808.74 available. issue is part of continuing negotiations 
between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management. 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$5,661,229.20 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

$0.00 

Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: CB&I requested thatSCE&G approve the 
replacement of these milestones with new 
milestones. SCE&G has not approved the 
replacement milestones pending the executi.on of 
Change Order 16 and Its associated milestones. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

$9,112,930.85 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations 
between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management. 

nne- c-,-..cn. n1..,ntt'1n'l 
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CO 16. 

Progress Payments need t o  be realigned with updated 

Construction Schedule. 

Progress Payments need to be realigned with updated 

Construction Schedule. 

Mileston.e(s) n o t  complete when invoiced. 

Progress Payments need t o  be realigned with updated 

Construction Schedule. 

C o n f i d e n t i a l  

· ·'Vendor.:' 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

CB&I Stone & Webster 

Westinghouse 

Westinghouse 

1937017-R8·00361 11/26/14 

1937510-R8-00360 12/01/14 

1937521-RB-00360 12/01/14 

90287094 12/05/14 

90287099 12/05/14 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price Handy
Whitman 

Firm Price 6.50% 

Firm Price 6.50% 

SCES.,G~$ 5.5% 
~.Cpsts: 

• (Totaf.l':h~tPaid) ·. 

$66,002.61 

$1,774,306.57 

$2.86,429.01 

$0.00 

$1,580,614.30 

,{i) 
· 5CE&G~s 55r. 

Cqsts. 
{Total Pai~) · 

. . 

;. ·· · . . ' •... JI.(i,!!;,tJ\!.!lf. .. . 
,Resolllti,qn:•m~~iW~i~~~~!!~.~\O.tJl,g~p,lution 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2.012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

$7,7.81,173.05 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

$0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flows will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

$0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 

RESOLVED- Milestone was completed In March 
$0.00 2015. Owner received Invoice# 90295850 dated 

04/08/15. 

Resolution: Progress Payment cash flaws will be 
realigned with Construction Schedule. 

$0.00 Estimated Date of Resolution: The timing of payment 
is part of continuing negotiations between Owner 
and Consortium Senior Management. 
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(i) 

' ' Hi!)~Jijj)j ' ., Invoice" SCE&G.'s 55% 
Reason ~or rii~~Jto,WCI!l.se,:ii(~.~X~E!'W· 'Ven_clor- Invoice# 

Date. 
Invoice Type · . C:psts Costs ~!!scilution ·J3~g.Els~jmqt~a-.c~~~e pf,~e_solution (Total Nqt Paid) (Total Paid) · 

Resolution: An executed Letter Agreement, the basis 
for Change Order 16, was approved July 12, 2012, 
and provides for a fixed escalation rate of 2.57%. 
The Owner has operated under this agreement and 

Difference in interpretation of initial transition from 
Westinghouse 90287104 12/05/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$59,352.66 $6,997,198.15 will not pay additional funds to the Consortium. 

HW to Fixed Rate Escalation in CO 16. Whitman 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 
available. The execution date for Change Order 16 is 
part of continuing negotiations between Owner and 
Consortium Senior Management. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 
Firm Price work scope invoiced in Target Price work 

$331,997.41 $9,584,342.19 
SCE&G's Interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

CB&I Stone & Webster 1943523-R8-00360 12/08/14 Target 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G scope. 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned based on 

$3a,ns,s3o.os $0.00 
SCE&G's interpretation of the EPC Contract. 

No contractual basis for invoicing. Westinghouse 90287976 12/16/14 None Estimated Date of Resolution: Currently, SCE&G 
cannot predict when this issue will be resolved. 

Resolution: Invoice has been returned. 
Estimated Date of Resolution: Resolution Date is not 

Escalation payment capped due to Delay In Milestone 
CB&J Stone & Webster 1957166-RB-00361 12/22/14 

Firm Price Handy-
$39,710.10 $0.00 available. Issue is part of continuing negotiations 

Completion because of Structural Module Delay. Whitman 
between Owner and Consortium Senior 
Management. 

Totals $78,849,2.99.08 4 000.12. $534,46 1 
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S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question #12 

1-30 - Please provide the Company's cost remedy beyond Liquidated Damages to resolve 
future delays in the construction and startup ofVCS 2&3. 

Response: 

The Consortium has indicated to SCE&G that the substantial completion date of Unit 2 is 
expected to occur by June 2019 and that the substantial completion date of Unit 3 may be 
approximately 12 months later. SCE&G has not, however, accepted the Consortium's 
contention that the new substantial completion dates are made necessary by delays that 
are excusable under the EPC Contract. If there are any future delays in the construction 
and startup of VCS 2&3, then SCE&G will continue to enforce all of its rights under the 
provisions of the EPC Contract that provide for dispute resolution between the parties. 

[Type text] CONFIDENTIAl [Type text] 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELEICTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGSyt2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

uestlon yt12

1-30 - Please provide the Company's cost remedy beyond Liquidated Damages to resolve
future delays in the construction and startup of VCS 2&3.

The Consortium has indicated to SCE&G that the substantial completion date of Unit 2 is
expected to occur by June 2010 and that the substantial completion date of Unit 3 may be
approximately 12 months later.. SCE&G has not, however, accepted the Consortium's
contention that the new substantial completion dates are made necessary by delays that
are excusable under the EPC Contract. If there are any future delays in the construction
and startup of VCS 2&3, then SCE&G will continue to enforce all of its rights under the
provisions of the EP C Contract that provide for dispute resolution between the parties.
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S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & G A S  C O M P A N Y  

O F F I C E  O F  R E G U L A T O R Y  S T A F F ' S  N N D  R E Q U E S T - G G S  -#2 

D O C K E T  N O .  2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

Q u e s t i o n #  13 

1 - 3 3 - A r e  t h e  c o m m o d i t y  a d d i t i o n s / d e l e t i o n s  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  r e s p o n s e  i n c l u s i v e  f o r  U n i t s  2 & 3 ?  

S C E & G  R e s p o n s e :  

Y e s .  
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE VEST-GGS 4t2

DOCKET NO 2015-108-E

uestion 0 18

1-88- Are the commodity additions/deletions listed in this response inclusive for Units 2&8?

SCE&G Res onse:

Yes.
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. S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 

OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

1-34. Please provide the detail breakdown for the requested $72 million increase in the 
Target Price. Include as a separate line item the Target Scope impact of additional 
labor costs for implementing the CV design changes and note the reason for the design 
change. 

Response: 

See Attachment 1 for response to Question #14. 
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.SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC 8n GAS COMPANY

OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS&2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

9 1' 14:

1-34. Please provide the detail brealsdown for the requested $72 million increase in the
Target Price. Include as a separate line item the Target Scope impact of additional
labor costs for implementing the CV design changes and note the reason for the design
change.

See Attachment 1 for response to Question dt14.
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S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQ.UEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question # 15: 

1-35- Please provide the NNI schedule for delivery of SB panels without spending 
the additional amount requested. 

Response: 

Please see attached schedule (Response to Question# 15). 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC k GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS¹2

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E

uestion ¹ 15:

1-35- Please provide the NNI schedule for delivery of SB panels without spending
the additional amount requested.

Please see attached schedule IResponse to Question ¹ 15).
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VCS Ul\ 2/3 
SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES 

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by 
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, CB&IInc., Stone & Webster, Inc. and /or 
SCANA Unauthorized use or distribution is 
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Activity ID Activity Name

VCS Utv 2/3
SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES

Stan

Pdint Date:21-Apr-15 J

Data Date: 30-Mar-1 5

Finish

SB2VCDEL159VS2-08H I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159us" VS2-08H

s82vcDEL179vs2 10K Delivery-vc summer Unit 2 Level 179c6" vs2 10K

~1-Apr-1 5* 04-Apr-1 5

06-Apr-15* I 08-Apr-15

s62vcDEL1 89vsz-11B
I
Delhrery — vc summer Unit 2 Level 189u5" vs2-118

SB2VCDEL159VS2-OOA
[
Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159C6" VS2-08A

SB2VCDEL1 59VS2 OOM 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 15906" VS2-OOM

SB2VCDEL103.1VS2-02l Delrvery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level103u6" VS2-02M

SB2VCDEL113.6VS2-03L Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 113u6" VS2-03L

SB2VCDEI 189VS2-11A Dehvery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level18906" VS2 11A

SB2VCDEL103.2 Delivery-V.C. Summer Unit 2 Level 10306"

29-Apl'-15*

28-May-15*

17-Jun-15*

19-Jun-15*

01-May-15

30-May-15

19-Jun-15

22dun-15

20-J un-15

682VCDEL113 'elivery — V.C. Summer Unit 2 Level 113cs" 22-Jun-15

SB2VCDEL123.6VS2-04l Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 123u6" VS2-04M 29-Jun-15

352VCDEL123 Delivery - V.C. Summer Unit 2 Level 123u8

sB2vcDEL169vs2-11c
I
Delivery -vc summer Unit 2 Level 189L6" vs2-11c

SB2VCDEL146 HVSZOIF] Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 146c0" Horizontal Transitions VS201F
SBZVCDEL146.I-IVS2-01

I Delhrery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 146uO" Horizontal TransiTions VS2-01E

SB2VCDEL146 HVS2-01 ! Delhrery — VC Summer Unit 2 I evel146u0" Horizontal Transitions VS2 01S

14-Jul-15, 16-Jul-15

22-Jul-15' 24-Jul-15

24-Jul-15

682VCDEL149VS2-07E

662VCDEL146.HVS2-01

S 6ZVC DELI 46.HVS2-01

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 149c6" VS2-07E

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 146O0" Horizontal Transitions VS2 01C

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 146u0" Horizontal Transitions VS2-01D

24-J ul-1 5 25-Jul-15

29-J UI-1 5

SB2VCDEL146.HVS2-01

SB2VCDEL146.HVS2-01

662VCDEL146

I Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 'l 4600" Horizontal Transitions VS2-01A

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 I evei 146u0" Horizontal Transitions VS2 018

Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 2 Level 146u0" Horizontal Ti ansrtions

28-Jul-15 30-Jul-15

30-Jul-15* 01-Aug-15

01-Aug-15

662VCDEL131VSZ-05L

662VCDEL131

662VCDEL139VS2-06M

SB2VCDEL139

I Deivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 131O6" VS2-05L

Deiivery -V.C. Summer Unit 2 Level 131u6"

I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 139u6" VS2-06M

Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 2 Level 139s6

SB2VCDEL149VS2-OTD . Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 149u6" VS2-OTD

SB2VCDEL149VS2-07C
~

Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 149u6" VS2-07C

SB2VCDEL149VS2-07F Delrvery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level149LS" VS2-07F

10-Aug-15* '2-Aug-15
12-Aug-15

01-Sep-15

16-Sep-15* .'17-Sep-15

29-Aug-15*
I

01-sep-15

09-Sep-15* '0-Sep-15

SB2VCDEL149VS2 07B Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 149u6" VS2 078 01-Dct-15" 02-Cct-15

This document may contain proprietary or conOdential information owned by
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, CBOI Inc., Stone & Webster, Inc, and Tor

SCANA Corp. Unauthorized use or distdbutron is prohibited.
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Activity ID
4 sc ascowpnav

Activity Name

VCS UNITS 2/3
SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES

Sian

Pdrnt Date:21-Apr-15 09:35

Data Date: 30-Mer-1 5

F irire lt

SB2VCDEL149VS2-07L

SB2VCDEL149VS2-07A

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 149u6" VS2-07L

Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 14F-6" VS2-07A

09-Oct-1 5* 12-Oct-15

12-Oct-15*

SB2VCDEL149VS2-07M

682VCDEL149

Delwery-VC Summer Unit2 Level149c6" VS2 07M

I Delivery — VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 149c6

12-Oct-15 14-Oct-15

14-Oct-15

SB2VCDEL159VS2-08B I Detivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159u6" VS2-08B

SB2VCDEL159VS2-08L, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159LB" VS2-08L

17-Oct-15* I 19-Oct-15
*

', 30-Oct-1529-Oct-15

SB2VCDEL1 59VS209C ! Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159c6" VS208C

682VCDEL159VS2-08D,'elivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level159c6" VS2-08D

682VCDEL159VS2-06E Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 159c6" VS2-08E

SB2VCDEL1 59VS2 08G 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level15906" VS2 08G

SB2VCDEL159VS2-08F Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level159c6" VS2-08F

10-Nov-15

13-Nov-15

17-Nov-15*

19-Nov-15"

16-Dec-15"

11-Nov-1 5

14-Nov-1 5

18-Ncv-15

20-Nov-15

18-Dec-15

SB2VCDEL159 De leery - V C. Summer Unit 2 Level 159'-6" 18-Dec-15

SB2VCDEL179VS2-10E Delwery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level179L6" VS2-10E

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11F
I
Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level189c6" VS2-11F

SB2VCDEL169VS2-09D i Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 169c6" VS2-09D

05-Jan-16*

28-Jan-16*

28-Jan-16

06-Jan-16

29-Jan-16

30-Jan-16

SB2VCDEL169VS2-09F'Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 169 c6" VS2-09F

SB2VCDEL169VS2-09E Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 169u6" VS2-09E

SB2VCDEL169 i Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 169c6"

29-Jan-16 01-Feb-1 6

0 1-Feb-16* 03-Feb-16

03-Feb-16

SB2VCDEL179VS2-10F Delivery-VC Summer Unit2 Level179c6" VS2-10F 27-Feb-16 01-Mar-16

SB2VCDEL179VS2-10D I Defwery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 179c6" VS2 10D

SB2VCDEL179VS2-10G Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level179L6" VS2 10G

04-Mar-16* 07-Mar-16

11-Mar-19

SB2VCDEL179 Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 179u6" 11-Mar-16

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11G Delnrery-VC Summer Unn 2 Level 189C6" VS2-11G

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11M Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 189'-6" VS2-11M

22-Mer-18* 23-Ivlar-16

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11D, Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 189c6" VS2-11D ar- -Mar-

SB2VCDEL189VS2-'ll J Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 189u6" VS2-11 J

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11L Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 189c6" VS2-11L

30-Mar-16 31-Msr-16

30-Mar-16 01-APr-16

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11E Defivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 18F-6" VS2-11E

SB2VCDEL189VS2-1'I K, Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 189c6" VS2-'l1K

SB2VCDEL189VS2-11H I De8very — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 18euli" VS2-11H

SB2VCDEL189 i Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 2 Level 189u6"

14Apr-16 18-Apr-I 6

16-Apr-16

01-Apr-16'4-Apr-16

SB2VCDEL199VS2-12A
I
Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199u6" VS2-12A 02-Jun-16* 04-Jun-16

This document may contain proprietary or conhdential information owned by
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, CB&l Inc., Stone & Webster, Inc. and/or
SCANA Corp. Unauthorized use or dkstribution is prohibited.
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Activily ID
4 sc rraonuanav

Activity Name

VCS UNI J3
SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES

Start

Print Date:21-Apr-15 i

Data Date: 30-Mar-15

Flitati

SB2VCDEL199VS2-12E

SB2VCDEL199VS2-12L

SBZVCDEL199VS2-128

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199L6" VS2-12E

1

Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199c6" VS2-12L

r Dalai cry - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 1 99u6" VS2 126

11-Jun-16* 13-Jun-16

13-Jun-16

SB2VCDEL199VSZ-12H i Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199-6" VSZ-12H

SB2VCDEL1 99VS2-12J; Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199L6" VS2-12J 30-Jun-16* I 02-Jul-16

SB2VCDEL199VS2-12M . Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199u6" VS2-12M

s62vcDEL199vs2-12c I Defvery-vc summer Unit 2 Level19g-6" vs2-12c
02-Jul-16* 06-Jul-16

SBZVCDEL199VS2-12G Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level199c6" VS2-12G

662VCDEL199VS2-12F I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199u6" VS2-12F

s62vcD EL1 99vs2-12K, Delivery - vc summer Unit 2 Level 1 99c6" vs2-1 2K 22-J ul-1 6*

05-Aug-16*

25-J ul-16

06-Aug-16

SB2VCDEI209VS2-13G

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13C

SB2VCDEL199VS2-12D

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209ce" VS2-13G

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209L6" VS2-13C

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 199c6" VS2-12D

08-Aug-15

11-Aug-16

10-Aug-16

12-Aug-1 6

662VCDEL199 Delivery — V C. Summer Unit 2 Level 199u6"

SB2VCDEI209VS2-13D I Delhrery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level209u6" VS2-13 ~

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13A 1 Delnrery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209u6" VS2-13A

SB2VCDEI209VS2-13L I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209u6" VS2-13L

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13H Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level209c6" VS2-13H

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14J
j
Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14J

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14C 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14C

SB2VCDEI209VS2 13E i Delivery -VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209L6" VS2-13E

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13J i Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209u6" VS2-13J

27-Aug-1 6* i 30-Aug-16

07-Sep-16" I 09-Sep-16

16-Sep-16*
,

19-Sep-16

17-Sep-16* 'I 20-Sep-16

21-Sep-16" '23-Sep-16

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13B Delivery-VC Summer Unit2 Level209u6" VS2-13B

SB2VCDEI219VS2-14A Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14A

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14B I Delivery-VC Summer Unit2 Level 219c6" VS2-148

SB2VCDEL219VS2 14G 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level219u6'S2 14G

SB2VCDEL209VS2-13M
,
'Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 209u6" VS213M

SB2VCDEL209VS2 13F Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level209u6" VS2-13F

S 82VC DE L209 Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 209u6"

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14E Delivery - VC Summer Uni! 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14E

03-Oct-16* I 05-Oct-16

05-Oct-16* 07-Oct-16

07-Oct-1 6

07-Oct-16* 10-Oct-16

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by
INestinghouse Electric Company LLC, CB&l Inc., Stone & Webster, Inc. and/or
SCANA Corp. Unauthorized use or distribution is prohibited.
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Activity Name

VCS UNITS 2/3
SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES

Start

Print Date:21-Apr-1 5 09:35

Data Date: 30-Mar-15

Flillsh

SB2VCDEL219VSZ-14M Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level219u6" VS2-14M

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14K Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14K

SB2VCDELZ19VS2-14H Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level219L6" VS2-'l4H

S B2VC DE L21 SVS2-14D, Delivery - VC Summer Unit Z Level 219u6" VS2-14D

SB2VCDEL219VS2-14L; Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6" VS2-14L

SB2VCDEL219 .'Delivery - V.C. Summer Unit 2 Level 219u6"

SB2VCDEL229VS2-15J Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15J

662VCDEL229VS2-15G
I Delivery - VC Summer Llnit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15G

SB2VCDEL229VS2-15H Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15H

24-Oct-16* 26-Oct-16

09-Nov-16* 11-Nov-16

14.Nov-16* 16-Nov-16

16-Nov-16

08-Dec-16* 09-Dec-16

12-Dec-16 r 13-Dec-16

,
20-Dec-16

~

21-Dec-16

SB2VCDEL229VS2-15F: Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229'-6" VS2-15F

SB2VC DE I229VS2-15E; Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15 E

s82vcDEL229vs2-15A I Delnrery-vc summer Unit 2 Level 229c6" vs2-15A

SB2VCDEL229VS2-15C Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15C

SB2VCDEL229VSZ-15L I Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15L

SB2VCDEL229VS2-158 i Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level229u6" VS2-158

sB2vcDEL229vs215M I Delivery- vc summer Unit 2 Level22g 6" vs215M
SB2VCDEL229VS2-15K Delivery. VC Summer Unit 2 Level229u6" VS2-15K

SB2VCDEL229VS2-15D Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 229u6" VS2-15D

SB2VCDEL229
I

Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 229L6"

SB2VCDEL239VS2-16H 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239c6" VS2-16H

04-Jan-17*
,

06-Jan-17

07-Jan-17 ', 10-Jan-17

14-Jan-17* '7-Jan-17

22-Feb-17 24-Feb-17

06-Mar-17

24-Mar-17 27-Mar-17

SB2VCDEL239VS2-16D Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level239u6" VS2 16D

SB2VCDEL239VS2-16G I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16G

SB2VCDEI239VS2-16J 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16J

05-Apr-17* 07-Apr-17

06-Apr-17* 08-Apr-17

07-Apr-17' 10-Apr-17

SB2VCDEL239VS2-1 6B Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239c6" VS2-168 12-Apr-17* 15-Apr-17

SB2VCDEL239VS2-16A

SB2VCDEIZ39VS2-16M

SB2VCDEL239VS2-16C

SB2VCDEi239VS2-16E

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16A

Detvery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16M

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239c6" VS2-16C

I Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16E

21-Apr-17

22-Apr-17*
r 26-Apr-17

24-Apr-17

25-Apr-17

28-Apr-17

682VCDEL239VS2-16K

382VCDEL239VS2-1 6F

SB2VCDEI239VS2-16L

SB2VCDEL239

Delivery- VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16K

Delivery — VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-1 6F

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6" VS2-16L

Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 2 Level 239u6"

06-May-17 08-May-17

16-May-17 i 18-May-17

18-May-17*

This document may contain propnetary or con5den6al information owned by
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, CBSI Inc., Stone & Webster, Inc. and lor
SCANA Corp. Unauthorized use or distribution is prohibited.
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Activity ID
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Activity Name

VCB UN, J/3

SHIELD BUILDING PANEL DELIVERIES

Print Date 21-Apr-1 5

Data Date: 30-Mar-15

Start Finish

SB3VCDEL103.1VS3-02L i Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 103u6" VS3-02L

SB3VCIQQHTVS3-01M ( Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 100-0 Horizontal Transitions VS3-01M

28-Apr-15* I 04-May-15

29-Apr-15* 30-Apr-15

SB3VCDEL103.1VS3-01H Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Levef 103L6" Vertical Transitions VS3-01H

SB3VCDEL103.1VS3-01Q f Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 1 03u6" Vertical Transitions VS3-01Q

SB3VCDEL1031 |Delivery- VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 103u6" Vertical Transitions

SB3VC100HTVS3 01J, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 100-0 Horizontal Transitions VS3 01J

SB3VC1 QQHTVS3-01K'Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 100-0 Horizontal Transibons VS3-01K

SB3VCDEL125VS3-0 IG
[ Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 125N0" Vertical Transitions VS3-01G

SB3VCIQQHTVS3-0 IN
l
iDelivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 100-0 Horizontal TransiTions VS3-0 IN

SB3VC100HTVS3 01P
f
Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level100-0 Horizontal Transitions VS3 01P

663VCDEL100 i Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 3 Level 100u0" Hopizontal Transitions

08-Jul.15* 14Jul-15
09-Jul-15*, 15-Jul-15

15-Jul-15

28-Jul-15* ', 03-Aug-15

SB3VCDEL125VS3-01R
]
Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 'l25u0" Vertical Transitions VS3-01R

SB3VCDEL125 Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 3 Levei 125u0" Vertical Transitions

SB3VCDEL146.HVS3-01 Delwery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 146cg" Horizontal Transitions VS3-01E 23-Nov-15*, 01-Dec-15

SB3VCDEL146.HVS3-01 Delmery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level146u0" HorizontalTransitions VS3-01B

SB3VC DE L113 6VS3-03K
l Degvery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 113L6" VS3-03K

SB3VCDEL146.HVS3-01 Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 146cg" Horizontal Transitions VS3-01C

SB3VCDEL146.HVS3-01F Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 146c0" Horizontal Transitions VS3-01F

SB3VCDEL113.6VS3-03GI Delwery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 113c6" VS3-03G

SB3VCDEL146.HVS3-01 I Delivery - VC Summer Unrt 3 Level 146L0" Horizontal Transitions VS3-DID

SB3VCDEL103.1VS3-02G, Delhrery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 103u6" VS3-02G

SB3VCDEL'l46.HVS3-01 i Delivery - VC Summer Una 3 Level146u0" Horizontal TransiTons VS3-O'IA

SB3VCDEL113.6VS3-03J
t
Delivery — VC Summer Unu 3 Level 113L6" VS3-03J

21-Jan-16' 27-Jan-16
22-Jan-16* 28-Jan-16

26-Jan-16* j 01-Feb-16

03-Feb-16' 09-Feb-16

15-Feb-16* 19-Feb-16

15-Feb-16* 19-Feb-16

SB3VCDEL113.6VS3-03L Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 113u6" VS3-03L 17-Feb-16 23-Feb-16

683VCDEL113.6VS3-03F

SB3VCDEL146.HV63-01

683VCDEL146HT

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 113u6" VS3-03F

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 146u0" Horizontal Trans gona VS3 01S

De/wary — VC. Summer Unit 3 Levef 146c0" Horizontal Transitions

18-Feb-16

22-Feb-16

24-Feb-16

26-Feb-16

26-Feb-16

SB3VCDEL103.1VS3-02I

SB3VC D EL123.6VS3-04K

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 103c6" VS3-02M

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6" VS3-04K

29-Feb-16* j 04-Mar-16

'3-Mar-16*
I

09-Mar-16

This document may contain propdietary or conhdentiai information owned by
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SB3VCDEL103.2

SB3VCDEL113.6VS3-03H

683VCDEL113

Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 3 Level 103'-6"

Delivery . VC Summer Unit 3 Level 113u6" VS3-03H

Delivery - VC. Summer iJ nit 3 Level 113u6"

04-Mar-1 6

.14-Mar-16 l 18-Mar-16

SB3VCDEL123.6VS3-04G

683VCDEL123,6VS3-04HI

683VCDEL123.6V33-04L

SB3VCDEL123.6VS3-04J

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05F

SB3VCDEL123.6VS3-04t

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6" VS3-04G

Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6" VS3-04H

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6" VS3 04L

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123L6" VS3-04J

Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 131u6" VS3-05F

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6" VS3-04M

SB3VCDEL123 'elivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 123u6"

SB3VCDEL139VS3 06J 'elivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level139L6" VS3 06J

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05J 'elivery. VC Summer Unit 3 Level 131c6" VS3-05J

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05K . Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level131u6" VS3-05K

16-Jun-16

27-Jun-16

09-J un-16

01-Juf-16

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05G i Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level131LS'S3-05G 05-Jul-16* 11-Jul-16

SB3VCDEL139VS3-06K

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05L

SB3VCDEL131VS3-05H

SB3VCDEL131

SB3VCDEL139VS3-06G

SB3VCDEL139VS3-OOH

383VCDEL139VS3-06M

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 139u6" VS3-06K

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 131u6" VS3-05L

Delhrery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 131u6" VS3-05H

Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 131L6"

Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 139u6" VS3-06G

Delnrery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 139u6" VS3-06H

Detivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 139L6" VS3-06M

19 Jul-16

29-JUI-16

01-Aug-16

16-Auo-16

1 7-Aug-1 6

25-Jul-16

04Aug-16

05-Aug-16

05-Aug-16

SB3VCDEL139VS3-06L Delrvery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 139u6" VS3-06L

SB3VCDEL139 Delrvery - V.C. Summer Uriit 3 Level 139u6"

12-Sep-16 16-Sep-16

16-S&p-16

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07G Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level149u6" VS3-07G

SB3VCDEL149VS3 07J I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149L6" VS3-07J

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07A Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6" VS3-07A

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07L Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level149u6" VS3-07L

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07D Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6" VS3-07D

SB3VCDEL149VS3-OTH Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6" VS3-OTH

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07C Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Levef149L6" VS3-07C

SB3VCDEL149VS3-OTK Deifwery-VC Summer Unit 3 Levef149u6" VS3-OTK

26-Cct-16*

31-Cct-16*

04-Nov-16*

04 Nov 16*

07-Nov-16*

09-Nov-16*

10-Nov-16*

10-Nov-16

01-Nov-16

04-Nov-16

10-Nov-16

10-Nov-16

11-Nov-16

15-Nov-16

16-Nov-16

16-Nov-16

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by
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383VCDEL149VS3-078

SB3VCDEL149VS3-OTE

Delivery - VC Summer Und 3 Level 149u6" VS3-078

i
Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149L6" VS3-07E

28-Nov-1618-Nov-16

21-Nov-16* '9-Nov-16
SB3VCDEL149VS3-OTM Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6" VS3-07M

SB3VCDEL149VS3-07F I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6" VS3-07F

SB3VCDEL149 'elivery - V.C. Summer Unit 3 Level 149u6"

D9-Dec-16

SB3VCDEL159VS3-OBG
I
Deyvery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159u6" \/S3-OBG

SB3VCDEL159V$3-OBJ Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level159c6" VS3-OBJ

SB3VCDEL159VS3 OBE . Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159u6" VS3 DBE

SB3VCDEL159VS3-OBK Delhrery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159L6" VS3-OBK

SB3VCDEL1 59VS3-OBH; Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159c6" VS3-DBH

SB3VCDEL159VS3-DBF 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 158c6" VS3-DBF

SB3VCDEL159VS3-06C ! Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159u6" VS3-DBC

SB3VCDEL159VS3-DBD Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159L6" VS3-OBD

SB3VCDEL1 59VS3-OBB; Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159L6" VS3-OBB

SB3VCDEL159VS3-OBM Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159uB" VS3-OBM

SB3VCD EL159VS3-08L; Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 159u6" VS3-DBL

24-Jan-17*

01-Feb-17"

13-Feb-17*

13-Feb-1T"

14Feb-17

2D-Feb-17

23-Feb-17"

23-Feb-17

07-Ivlar-17

DB-Mar-17*

23-Mar-17

30-Jan-17

07-Feb-17

17-Feb-17

20-Feb-17

24-Feb-17

01-Mar-17

13-Mar-17

14-Mar-17

SB3VCDEL159VS3-DBA i Delwery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level159u6" VS3-DBA

683VCDEL159 I Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 159c6"

SB3VCDEL169VS3-098 i Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169u6" VS3-098

SB3VCDEL169VS3 09G 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169L6" VS3 09G

SB3VCDEL169VS3 09A 'elwery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level169c6" VS3 09A

SB3VCDEL169VS3 DDC Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169u6" VS3 D9C

SB3VCDEL169VS3 09K IDelivery-VC Summer Unit3 Level169u6" VS3 D9K

SB3VCDEL169VS3-09H, Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169'-6" VS3-09 H

SB3VCDEL169VS3-09L Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169L6" VS3-09L

SB3VCDEL169VS3-09F I Defivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169uB" VS3-09F

SB3VCDEL169VS3-09M 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169u6" VS3-09M

SB3VCDEL1 79VS3-10J,i Deyvery - VC Summer Unit 3 Levei179c6" VS3-1 0J

SB3VCDEL169VS3-D9E . Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169u6" VS3-09E

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10A . Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10A

03-Apr-1 7

11-Apr-17

17-Apr-17

01-Iulsy-17*

17-May-17*

25-May-17*

07-Apr-1 7

21-Apr-17

05-May-17

23-May-17

01-J un-17

883VCDEL179VS3-I DH: Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10H

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10K 'elivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level179u6" VS3-10K

30-May-17*
I

05-Jun-17

05-Jun-17* 09-Jun-17

This document may contain proprietary or coniidential information owned by
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SB3VCDEL179VS3-10L Delivery-VC Summer Unit3Level179c6" VS3-10L

SB3VCDEL169VS3 09J 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level169c6" VS3-09J

683VCDEL179VS3-108, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-106

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10G ,'Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10G

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10M i Delivery - VC Summer Und 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10M

SB3VCDEL169VS3-09D j Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 169L6" VS3-09D

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10CI,Delivery . VC Summer.Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10C

SB3VCDEL1 89VS3-11F, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189c6" VS3-11F

05-Jun-17

06-Jun-17

12-Jun-17

15-Jun-17

27-Jun-17

27-Jun-17

09-Jun-17

12-Jun-17

16-Jun-17

21-Jun-17

03-Jul-17

03-Jul-17

SB3VCDEL169 Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 169'-6"

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10E
~

Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level179c6" VS3-10E

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11A I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level189c6" VS3-11A

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11G I Degvery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level189c6" VS3-11G

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11C i Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level189c6" VS3-11C

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10F
i
Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179u6" VS3-10F

683VCDEL189VS3-118 IDe(ivory-VC Summer Unit3 Levef189c6" VS3-118

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11K 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189c6" VS3-11K

553VCDEL189VS3-11L 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189L5" vS3-11L

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11H, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189c8" VS3-11H

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11M 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189c6" VS3-11M

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11D I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189 c6" VS3-11D

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12F i Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199 C6" VS3-12F

SB3VCDEL179VS3-10D i Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 179c6" VS3-10D

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12G 'elivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level199c6" VS3-12G

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12J ! Delvery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199C6" VS3-12J

10-Jul-17

10-Jul-17

1 0-J ul-1 7

11-Ju(-17

14-J u(-1 7

31-Jul-17

03-Aug-17

07-Aug-17

07-Aug-17

08-Aug-17

14Jul-17

10-Jul-17

14Jul-17
Jul-1

20-J ul-17

21-J ul-17

09-Aug-17

11-Aug-17

11-Aug-17

SB3VCDEL199VS3-126 i Delvery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199c6" VS3-12B

SB3VCDEL179 'elivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 17906

SB3VCDEL189VS3-11J 'elivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 189u6" VS3-11J

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12H Delhrery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199c6" VS3-12H

$83VCDEL209VS3-13G; Delhrery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3 13G

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12M Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199c6" VS3-12M

16-Aug-17

09 AU9 17*
i

15 Aug 17

10-Aug-17*

11-Aug-17*

583VCDEL189 Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 189L6"

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12C Delivery — VC Summer Unit3 Level199ce" VS3-12C

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12K i Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199u6" VS3-12K

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by
Westinghouse Electric Company LLC, CB&l fnc., Stone & lNebster, Inc. and /or
SCANA Corp. Unauthodized use or distribution is prohibited.
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Start Finish

SB3VCDEL1 99VS3-12A

SB3VCDEI209VS3-13F

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13K

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13A

6B3VCDEL209VS3-1 3H

Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 19m-6" VS3-12A

Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3-13F

Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3-13K

! Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3-1 3A

, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 20K-6" VS3-13H

23-Aug-17* '9-Aug-17

30-Aug-17* 06-Sep-17

31-Aug-17" . 07-Sep-17

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12L: Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199c6" VS3-12L

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13L I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 I evei 209'-6" VS3-13L

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12D I Delrvery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 199'-6" VS3-12D

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13D,'elivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3-13D

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13J Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level209cs" VS3-13J

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13E Delivery - VC Summer Unn 3 Level 209c6" VS3-13E

SB3VCDEL209VS3-13B Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level209c6" VS3-136

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14F Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 219c6" VS3-14F

SB3VCDEI209VS3-13M Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level209c6" VS3-13M

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14A I Deluery-VC Summer Unii 3 Level 219L6" VS3-14A

SB3VCDEI 219VS3-14C Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 2tgc6" VS3-14C

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14G, Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 219-6" VS3-14G

SB3VCDEL199VS3-12E ~Delivery-VCsummerUnit3Level199c6" VS3-12E

01-Sep-17* 08-Sep-17

08-Sep-17* . 14-Sep-17

11-Sep-17* 15-Sep-17

11-Sep-17* 15-Sep-17

14sep-17 20-Sep-17

1S-Sep-17 I 22-Sep-17

25-Sep-17" , 29-Sep-17

26-Sep-17" '2-Oct-17
27-Sep-1T 03-Oct-17

27-Sep-1T'03-Oct-17
29-Sep-17*, 05-Oct-17

SB3VCDEL209VS3-130 Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6" VS3-13C

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14K I Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 219c6" VS3-14K

03-Oct-17"
i

09-Oct-17

03-Oct-17* r 09-Oct-17

SB3VCDEL219VS3-148 Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level219c6" VS3-14B

SB3VCDEL219VS3 14L
I
Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level21B 6" VS3-14L

SB3VCDEL1 99 I Delivery - V.C. Summer Unit 3 Level 199L6"

683VCDEL209
)
Delivery - VC. Summer Unit 3 Level 209c6"

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14H,'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level219L6" VS3-14H

SB3VCDEI219VS314M ! Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 21B6" VS3-14M

883VCDEL219VS3-14D 'elivery- VC Summer unit 3 Level219c6" VS3-14D

SB3VCD EL229VS3-15F, De 8very - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 229c6" VS3-1 5F

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15G Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level 229c6" VS3-15G

05-Oct-17

12-Oct-17

10-Oct-17

09-Oct-17*

18-Oct-17

24-Oct-17

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15J Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level229c6" VS3-15J

SB3VCDEL219VS3-14E Delnrery-VC Summer Unit3 Level219c6" VS3-14E

s83vcDEL229vs3-158 Delivery - vc summer Unit 3 Level 229cs" vs3-158
SB3VCDEL219VS3-14J Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 219c6" VS3-14J

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15H Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level220 6" VS3-15H

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by
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Finish

SB3VCDEI229VS3-1 5ivi I Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 22F-6" VS3-15M 06-Nov-17 10-Nov-17

SB3VC DE I219 I Delivery - V.C. Summer Unit 3 I evel 219u6" 06-Nov-17'B3VCDEI229VS3-15C

Delvery -VC Summer Unit 3 Leyel22F 6" VS3-15C

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15A 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 22906" VS3-15A

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15K Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 22F 6" VS3-15K

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15L Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 229c6" VS3-15L

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16H I Delivery - VC Summer Und 3 Level 239c6" VS3-16H

SB3VCDEI229VS3-1 5D, Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 229'-6" VS3-15D

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16F 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239u6" VS3-16F

09-Nov-

10-Nov-17

20-Nov-17

27-Nov-17

29-Nov-17

30-Nov-'I 7

ov

28-Nov-17

01-Dec-17

05-Dec-17

06-Dec-17

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16B Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 23F-6" VS3-168

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16C,'elnrery- VC Summer Und 3 Level 23F-6" VS3-16C

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16J Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239c6" VS3-16J

04-Dec-17" 08-Dec-17

05-Dec-17"I,11-Dec-17
*

.'13-Dec-1707-Dec-17

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16G Delnrery-VC Summer Unit 3 Level23906" VS3-16G

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16E Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239c6" VS3-16E

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16M, Delivery — VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239c6" VS3-16M

SB3VCDEL229VS3-15E, Delivery- VC Summer Unit 3 Level 22906" VS3-15E

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16D 'elivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239c6" VS3-16D

11-Dec-17

12-Dec-17

13-Dec-17*

19-Dec-1 7"
19-Dec-17'5-Dec-17

18-Dec-17

19-Dec-17

27-Dec-17

27-Dec-17

683VCDEL229
;
Delivery - V.C. Summer Unit 3 Level 22906"

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16K Delivery -VC Summer Unit 3 Level 239L6" VS3-16K

SB3VCDEI239VS3-16A I Delivery-VC Summer Unit 3 Levei 239c6" VS3-16A

SB3VCDEL239VS3-16L Delivery - VC Summer Unit 3 Level 23906" VS3-16L

02-Jan-18*

22-Jan-18

08-Jan-18

26-Jan-18
SB3VCDEI 239 i Delivery - V C. Summer Unit 3 Level 23906" 26-Jan-18*

This document may contain proprietary or confidential information owned by
Westmghouse Electric Company LLC, CB&I Inc., Stone 6 Webster, inc, and/or
SCANA Corp. Unauthofized use or distribution is prohibited.

Page 10 of10
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Confidential 

SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

QUESTION# 16: 

1-35- Please provide the schedule for delivery of SB Roof material components. 

Response: 

Please see attached schedule (Response to Question #16). 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS&2

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E

1-35- Please provide the schedule for delivery of SB Roof material components.

R»
Please see attached schedule (Response to Question @16).

Confidential ORS SCEG 01204310



R e l a t e d )  U2-SS01 - Initial S h o p  D r a w i n g s  C h e c k e d - C B & I  f o r  

S 5 - C S - X b  ~ Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

'(Safety Related) U2-SS01- Comments Consolidated- CB&I for S5-CS-Xb -
· Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

(Safety Related) U2-SS01 -Supplier Incorporates Initial Comments for 
S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

; (PESG-0053)U2-SS01 -Shop Drawing Final Check- CB&I for S5-CS-Xb -
• Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

2PCSBS273SS0170A ; (Safety Related) U2-SS01- Release for Fab for S5-CS-Xb (MPEG)- Shield 
. Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

2PCSBS273SS01 a1 OOA ; (Safety Related) U2-SS01 - Fabrication for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 329' 

2PCSBS273SS01 a110A (Safety Related) U2 SS01 - Delivery to Stte for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 329' 

2PWSB264XX966 : >ROS-Rec/lnspect/Store: Shield Building Roof Structural Steel 

(Safety Related) U3-SS01 - Requisition and TDL to Supplier Revision to 
Supplier for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Ro 

(Safety Related) U3-SS01 - Initial Detailing by Supplier for S5-C8-Xb - Shield 
Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

(Safety Related) U3-SS01 - Initial Shop Drawings Checked- CB&I for 
S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

5 01-Sep-15 ! 08-Sep-15 

0 
I ! 08-Sep-15 

250 '09-Sep-15 02-Sep-16 

(Safety Related) U3-SS01- Comments Consolidated- CB&I for S5-CS-Xb - 10 04-Aug-15 

3PCSBS273SS200 

Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

i (Safety Related) U3-SS01 -Supplier Incorporates Initial Comments for 
! S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

3PCSBS273SS220 1 (PESG-0053)U3-SS01 -Shop Drawing Final Check- CB&I for S5-CS-Xb -
Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof 

- Release for Fab for S5-CS-Xb (MPEG) - Shield 

3PCSBS273SS01 a1 00 

3PCSBS273SS01a110 ! (Safety Related) U3 SS01- Delivery to Stte S5-CS-Xb -Shield Bldg 329' 

3PWSB264XX966 1 ROS-Recllnspect/Store: Shield Building Roof Structural Steel (S5-CS-X) 
! 

• VCS UNITS 2/3 
Rpt Date: 22-Apr-15 • SHIELD BUILDING ROOF DELIVERIES 

10 18-Aug-15 

5 1 01-Sep-15 

0 

250 118-0ct-16 

10 ·116-0ct-17 

: 16-0ct-17 
' 
' 
; 30-0ct-17 

10 , 30-0ct-17 .13-Nov-17 

--------· 
' 
' 

The information contained in this report, is for the sole use of the intended 
recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any 
unauthorized disclosure or distribution is Page 1 of 1 
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Activity IC Activity Name OD Start Finish 015 2016 2017

2PCSBS273SS0160A 'Safety Related) U2 SS01 - Requisition and TDL to Supplier Revision to
Supplier for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Ro

5
i
01-Jun-15*

I
05-Jun-15

2PCSBS273SS0165A

2PCSBS273SS180A

2PCSBS273SS190A

(Safety Related) U2-SS01- Initial Detailing by Supplier for S5-CS-Xb — Shield, 20 108-Jun-15 06-Jul-15
Bldg 273'6" to Roof

(Safety Related) U2 SS01 - Initial Shop Drawings Checked - C8&I for
S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

'(Safety Related) U2SS01- Comments Consolidated-CB&l for S5-CSXb — 10 04Aug-15 (17Aug-15
Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

2PCSBS273SS200A

2PCSBS27366220A

(Safety Related) U2-SS01 - Supplier Incorporates Initial Comments for
S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

, (PESG-0053)U2-SS01-Shop Drawing Final Check- CBB,I for S5-CS-Xb-
Shield Bldg 273'6" io Roof

10 I 18-Aug-15 '.31-Aug-15

5 01-Sep-15 08-Sep-15

2PCSBS273660170A , (Safety Related) U2-SS01 - Rehase for Fab for S5-CS-Xb (MPEG) - Shield
, Bldg 273'6" to Roof

0 08-Sep-15

2PCSSS273SSQlalQQA

2PCSBS273SS01a110A

(Safety Related) U2 SS01- Fabncation for S5 CS Xb -Shield Bldg 329'50
(SafetyRelated) U2SS01-DeisreryioSdefor S5-CS-Xb -Shield Bldg 329' 10

09-Sep-15

06-Sep-16

02-Sep-16

19-Sep-16

2PWSB264XX966 &ROB-Rec/Inspect/Store: Shield Building Roof Structural Steel 10 (19 Sep-16 03-Oct-16

3PCSBS273SS0160r3PCSBS273360165

3PCSBS27366180

3PCSBS27366190

L5 * '5-Jun-15 I,'(Safety Related) U3 SS01- Requisition and TDLto Supplier Revision to
'Supplier for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Ro

01-Jun-15

i (Safety Related) U3-SS01- Initial Detailing by Supplier for S5-CS-Xb - Shield I 20
'! Bldg 273'6" to Roof

i (Safety Related) U3-SS01 - Initial Shop Drawings Checked - CB&l for
~

20
,
'S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

04-Aug-15 l 17-Aug-15
,
'(Safety Related) U3-SS01- Comments Consolidated - CB&l for S5-CS-Xb - 1~10
I Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

3PCSBS273SS200 (Safety Related) U3-SSQI - Suppler Incorporates Initial Comments for, 10
S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

18-Aug-15 '1-Aug-15

3PCSBS27363220 '(PESG 0053)U3 SS01-Shop Drawing Final Check- CB&I for S5CSXb - ',01-Sep 15 08 Sep15
I Shield Bldg 273'6" to Roof

3PCSBS273330170

3PCSBS273SS01 a100

. (Safety Related) U3-SS01 - Release for Fab for S5-CS-Xb (MPEG) - Shield . 0
'Bldg 273'6" to Roof

(Safety Related) U3-SS01- Fabncation for S5-CS-Xb — Shield Bklg 329 i 250

! 08-Sep-15

18-Oct-16 16-Oct-17

3PCSBS273SS01a110
, (Safety Related) U3 SS01- Delivery to Site for S5-CS-Xb - Shield Bldg 329'6-Oct-17 '0-Oct-17

3PWSB264XX966 : ROS-Rec/Inspect/Slore: Shield Building Rooi Structural Reel (S5-CS-X) 10 30-Oct-17 '3-Nov-17

~ k/CS UNITS 2/3 The information contsmed in this report, is for the sole use of the mtsnded
Rpt Date: 22 Apr 15 ~ S)t(EL p SLIILp)NG F(ppF pSL(ryER(ES recipient(s) and may contain cooddcntisl snd privileged informahon. Any Page 1 of 1

unauthorized review use disclosure or distribution is prohibited.

cia i i iso c cmnrs nronzs11



SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GGS-#2 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

Question # 17 

1-38-Plant Layout Security- What impact will this Change Order have on the proposed 
Unit 2& 3 substantial completion date? 

Response: 

At this time there is no impact to the proposed Unit 2/3 Substantial Completion Dates as a 
result ofthis Change Order. 

ORS SCEG 01204312 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GGS-¹2

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

Q tt eii
I-88-Plant Layout Security — What impact will this Change Order have on the proposed
Urnt 284 3 substantial completion date?

At this time there is no impact to the proposed Unit 2/3 Substantial Completion Dates as a
result of this Change Order.

Confidential ORS SCEG C12C4312



- G G S - # - 4 

D A T E :  

T O :  

F R O M :  

O R S  NND R E Q U E S T  F O R M  

S o u t h C a r o Jin a E l ec t r i c  a n d  G a s  C o m p a n y  

D o c k e t  N o . 2 0 1 5 - 103 - E 

P l e a s e  a c k n o w l e d g e  1 · e c e i p t  o f  r e q u e s t  by email. 

For information the Company deems confidential, the Company must: 
I. Insert placeholders and separate the confidential information from the non-confidential information . 

The placeholders will ale1t the readet· that a response containing confidential information was 
removed and sent separate from the non-confidential information; 

2. Mark each page of the confidential information as "CONFIDENTIAL" Only confidential 
pages/information should be marked confidential; 

3. Provide a list of the confidential information along with the totaJ number of pages foi' each 
confidential item on the list. The list should be ptovided with each copied set of confiden6al 
infom1ation; and, 

4. For EACH item marked "CONFIDENTIAL" state specifically why the item is confidential, 
the person who made the determination, and their co11tact information (telepho11e and email). 

April23, 2015 

Byron Hinson, Chad Bu rgess 

Gene G. Souit 

UTILITY: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 

PURPOSE: 

Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction Schedule 
Doclcet No. 2015-103-E 

Follow up on initial AIR submittal 

REQUEST THE FOLLOWING IT:EMS BE PROVIDED BY: 4/30/2015 

REQUEST DESCRIPTION: Additional Questions- Referenced Below: 

Confidential 

1. 4.1- Petition-Paragraph-27-
a. Please provide an exact dttplicate of the Revised Cash F low Forecast that WEC/CB&I 

provided to SCE&G. 
b. Please provide a copy of any and all documents suppm1ing the Revised Cash Flow 

Forecast that WEC/CB&J provided to SCE&G to include draft Change Orders, etc. 

Response 

For the Revised Cash Flow Forecastthat WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G and any and all doc:ttments 
provided by WEC/CBI to SCE&G in suppott of that forecast, please see the response to ORS Audit 
Request# 2, Question #2. 

2. 4.2- Petition- Paragraph 38- Please provide copies of auy and all documents where vVEC/CB&I 
requests a contract "Change" under Section 9 .I of the EPC Contract associated with the Delay 
and Other EAC Costs totaling 411 Million. 

Response 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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NND REQUEST-GGS-//-4

ORS NND REQUEST FORM
South Carolina Electric and Gas Company

Docket No. 2015-103-E
Please acknotvledge receipt of request by email.

For information the Company'eems confidential, the Company must:
l. Inseit placeholders and separate the confidential infortnation from the non-confidential information,

The placeholders will alert the reader that a response containing confidential information was
removed and sent separate from the non-confidential information;

2. Mark each page of the confidential infortnation as "CONFIDENTIAL" Only confidential
pages/information should be marked confidential;

3. Provide a list of the confidential in/ormation along with the total number of pages for each
confidential item on the list. The list should be provided with each copied set of confidential
information; and,

4. For EACH item mari&ed "CONIi'IDENTIAL" state specifically why the item is confidential,
the person who made the determination, and their contact infortnation (telephone and email).

DATE: April 23, 2015

TO: Byron Hinson, Chad Burgess

FROM: Gene G. Soult

UTILITY: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction Schedule
Docl&et No. 2015-103-E

PURPOSE: Fottotv up on initial AIR submittal

REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEMS BE PROVIDED BY: 4/30/2015

REQUEST DESCRIPTIOiN; Additional Questions- Referenced Belotv:

1. 4.1- Petition- Paragraph-27-
a. Please provide an exact duplicate of the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&l

provided to SCE&G.
b, Please provide a copy of any and all documents suppotting the Revised Cash Flow

Forecast that WEC/CB&l provided to SCE&G to inchide draft Change Orders, etc.

R~es onse

For the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G and any and all do&aiments
provided by WEC/CBI to SCE& G in su ppo&3 of that forecast, please see the response to ORS Audit
Request // 2, Question //2.

2. 4.2- Petition-Paragraph 30- Please provide copies of any and all documents where WEC/CB&1
requests a contract "Change" under Section 9.1 of the EPC Contract associated with the Delay
and Other EAC Costs totaling 411 Million.

R~es onse

CONFIDENTIAL
1

Confidential ORS SCEO 0&2043&3



" C h a n g e "  u n d e r  S e c t i o n  9.1 o f  t h e  E P C  C o n t r a c t  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  D e l a y  and O t h e r  E A C  C o s t s  t o t a l i n g  411 M i l l i o n .  

3. 4 . 3 - P e t i t i o n - P a r a g r a p h - 3 1 - P l e a s e  p r o v i d e  t h e  s t a t u s  and a n y  s u p p o r t i n g  d o c u m e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  

W E C / C B & I  a n d  S C E & G  n e g o t i a t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  D e l a y  and o t h e r  E A C  

C o s t s  t o t a l i n g  411 M i l l i o n .  

Response 

In August 2014 the Consmtium advised SCE&G of delays in the construction schedule and increases 
in the construction cost. The Consmtium provided SCE&G with the supp01ting document entitled 
"Impacted/Partially Accelerated Summary", previously provided as attachment 2 to ORS Audit 
Request #2, Question #2. In further suppmt of the summaty, WEC/CB&I provided Target and T&M 
Estimate Update, a copy of same being attached hereto. Since the Consortium advised SCE&G of the 
delays, Senior Management of SCE&G has engaged the Consmtium in ongoing discussions regarding 
responsibility for the delay and other EAC costs, and SCE&G must retain the latitude to negotiate 
without threat of waiver of its EPC contractual rights. As a contractual matter, SCE&G has reserved 
all of its rights under the EPC Contract related to the delay in the construction schedule. SCE&G has 
not approved any change in the Guaranteed Substantial Completion Dates under the EPC Contract; 
SCE&G has not accepted the Consmtium's contention that the new substantial completion dates are 
made necessary by delays that are excusable under the EPC Contract. 

Notwithstanding these ongoing discussions, SCE&G's petition is based upon the Company's most 
current review and analysis of the information provided to the Company by the Consmtium. As a 
result of its review and analysis and representations of the Consmtium, and for purposes of updating 
the anticipated construction schedules under the BLRA, SCE&G has approved the construction 
schedule as a reasonable and prudent schedule for filing with the Commission in this docket. 
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WEC/CB&I has not yet requested a contract "Change" under Section 9.1 of the EPC Contract
associaterl with the Delay and Other EAC Costs totaling 411 Million.

3. 4.3- Petition- Paragraph-31- Please provide the status and any supporting documentation of'the
WEC/CB&I and SCE&G negotiations concerning responsibility for the Delay and other EAC
Costs totaling 411 Million.

~Res onse

In August 2014 the Consortium advised SCE&G of delays in the construction schedule and increases
in the construction cost. The Consortium provided SCE&G with the supporting document entitled
"Impacted/Partially Accelerated Summary", previously provided as attachment 2 to ORS Audit
Request ¹2, Question ¹2. In further support of the summaiy, WEC/CB&I provided Target and T&M
Estimate Update, a copy of same being attached hereto. Since the Consortium advised SCE&G of the
delays, Senior Management of SCE&G has engaged the Consottium in ongoing discussions regarding
responsibility for the delay and other EAC costs, and SCE&G must retain the latitude to negotiate
without threat of waiver of its EPC contractoal rights. As a contractual matter, SCE&G has reserved
all of its rights under the EPC Contract related to the delay in the construction schedule. SCE&G has
not approved any change in the Guaranteed Substantial Completion Dates under the EPC Contract;
SCE&G lies 11ot accepted the Consottium's contention that the new substantial completion dates are
made necessary by delays that. are excusable under the EPC Contract.

Notwithstanding these ongoing discussions, SCE&G's petition is baserf upon the Company's most
current review and analysis of the information provided to the Company by the Consoitium. As a
result of its review and analysis and representations of the Consottium, and for purposes of updating
the mtticipated construction schedules under the BLRA, SCE&G has approved the construction
schedule as a reasonable and prudent schedule for filing with the Commission in this decl&et.

CONFIDFNTIAL
2
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South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 
Docket No. 2015-103-E 

April 30, 2015 

Anthony James 

Byron Hinson 
Chad Burgess 

Enclosed with this document is the information you requested for the Consortium's 
presentation to SCE&G for the Target and T & M Estimate Update dated August 29, 2014. 

The information responsive to this request contains highly confidential and sensitive 
information which if disclosed would result in the disclosure of EPC Contract information 
which Westinghouse/CB&I requires SCE&G to maintain in confidence. Due to the highly 
confidential and sensitive nature of the information requested, the Company will make the 
information responsive to this request available for review and inspection at the offices of 
New Nuclear Deployment. 

ORS _ SCEG _ 0 1204315 
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South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
Docket No. 2015-103-Ei

Date: April 30, 2015

TQ; Anthony James

From: Byron Hinson
Chad Burgess

Enclosed with this document is the information you requested for the Consortium's
presentation to SCE&G for the Target and T & M Estimate Update dated August 29, 2014.

The information responsive to this request contains highly confidential and sensitive
information which if disclosed woulcl result in the disclosure of EPC Contract information
which Westinghouse/CB&I requires SCE&G to maintain in confidence. Due to the highly
confidential and sensitive nature of the information requested, the Company will make the
information responsive to this request available for review and inspection at the offices of
New Nuclear Deployment.

Confidential ORS SCEG 01204315



I B _l c I D I I I G I H 
~ Responses/Attachments for Audit Request 112 Questions l.g, 2 & 3, NND Rcquest-GGS·f~-2 Question U14 and NND Requcst-GGS-114 Question 111 

2 EACAnalysls Breakdown by Cost Category Based on June 19/ June 20 SCD's 

I 2007 $'s X 1000 

EPC Costs Associated with Design Finalization Process 
...!. 
~1 

6 CBI Direct Construction labor for Estimate Quantity Changes 
Subcontract Cost Associated with Quantity Changes 7 

8 r-;-
ffo 
fit ru
rtt 
t-;1 
~ ,.=. 

CBI 

CBI Direct Construction labor in Other Adjustments 

WEC CBI Services Change Notices for CV Design Changes 
CBI G&A 

WEC G&A 
CBI Profit 

WEC Profit 

Total for CB&I and WEC 

EPC Delay Costs J;2 4 CBI Indirect Construction Labor 

4 CBI FNM Labor 

_g. CBI Distributable Costs 

-4\!- CBI FNM Expenses 

_g. CBI fuel for Construction Equipment 

~ CBI Direct Construction labor in Other Adjustments 

~ CBI Indirect Construction labor, FNM, and Distributables In Other Adj 

~ WEC CBIS Delay Costs Related to CV Erection Subcontmct 

~ WEC WEC Plant Start-up and Testing Delay Cost 

26 WEC WEC Licensing Delay Cost 

CV CBI G&A 

~ 
~ 
'"fa" 
f-ft 
~ 
~ 
'34 
~3 
rts
~ 
Ts 
fg 
fa" 
~ 
~ 
-;8 
~ 
fs 
f-;js 
f-'-'-
~ 
~ 

49 4 
tso 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
'Ts
'56 
~ 
I--
~ 

59 
I-

GO 

'61 

WEC G&A 

CBI Profit 

WEC Profit 

less 10% Retention For Disputed Amounts 

Total Delay Cost for WEC and CB&I 

EPC Performance Impacts 

CBI Direct Craft Labor Productivity Impacts 

CBI Direct Craft labor in Risk Evaluation 
CBI Direct Craft Labor In Other Adjustments 
CBI Increased Staffing FNM labor 

WEC EPC Mgmt/Construction Support 

CBI G&A 

WEC G&A 

CBI Profit 

WEC Profit 

less 10% Retention For Disputed Amounts 

Total Delay Cost for WEC and CB&I 

Westinghouse "Other" Scope Adjustment Claims 
WEC Additional Scope for WEC Licensing Support 
WEC Additional Scope for WEC Regulatory Required FOAK Testing 

WEC G&A 

WEC Profit 

less 10% Retention For Disputed Amounts 

Total Delay Cost for WEC and CB&I 

100% 
Target 

s 
$ 
$ 
s 
s 
$ 
$ 
s 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

CONFIDENTIAL 

29,770 $ 
57,575 
23,085 

25,000 

3,412 
1,088 

(7,506) 
(1,699) 

130,725 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

65,252 $ 
134,786 

72,457 
1,001 
4,440 

49,118 
64,882 
61,250 

12,111 
2,664 

(26,640) 
(4,163) 

437,158 
(43,716) 

393,442 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

81,763 $ 
74,529 
29,209 
94,896 

31,500 
8,664 
1,370 

(19,059) 
(2,141) 

300,731 
(30,073} 

270,658 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

T&M 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
s 
$ 
$ 
$ 

3,434 $ 
156 

2,435 

5,525 

9,800 

186 
667 
283 

1,239 
23,725 
(2,373) 

s 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

55% 
Target 

16,374 $ 
31,666 

12,697 
13,750 

1,877 
598 

(4,128) 
(934) 

71,899 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

35,889 $ 
74,132 $ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

39,851 
551 

2,442 
27,015 
35,685 
33,688 

6,661 
1,465 

(14,652) 
(2,290) 

240,437 
(24,044) 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

T&M 

1,889 
86 

1,339 

3,039 
5,390 

102 
367 
156 
681 

13,049 
(1,305) 

$ 

21,353 $ 216,393 $ 11,744 $ 

$ 
$ 

10,241 $ 
849 $ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

343 

522 

11,955 
(1,195) 

10,759 $ 

44,970 $ 
40,991 
16,065 

52,193 
17,325 

4,765 

754 
(10,482) 

(1,178) 

165,402 
(16,540) 

148,862 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

$ 

5,633 

467 

189 

287 

6,575 
(658) 

5,918 $ 

27,250 $ $ 14,988 
22,000 

2,142 
3,983 

55,375 
(5,538) 

$ $ 12,100 
$ $ 1,178 
$ $ 2,191 
$ $ 30,456 
$ $ (3,046) 

71,899 

228,137 

154,779 

49,838 1-$'-------$'--__ 27..;.,4_1_1_..:.$ __ ___;;2.;.:7'..;.41_1, 

EAC Costs Due to Design Finalization $ 
Delay and Other EAC Costs $ 

Total $ 

71,899 
410,327 

482,226 
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A 8
8 p /Atta 6 nt f rA ditR q t82Q sti* lg, 28 3,NNDR q I.GG5.ll.1tl sti R14 dNND
EACA lysisa kd byC tC tegowa d I 19/lun 205cn'007

5's 8 1080 100%

7 g t

R q st-GGS-84 Q ti ill

55%

7 g t

5
6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

EPC Costs Associated with Design Nnagrat on Process
cBI oir ctc t t L b f Erupt t Q ttych g
cal 5 b t«tc tA I t d 1th Qu titych 8

Cal GSA

WEC GSA

CBI P It
WEC P

29,770 5

57,575 5

23,085 5

25,DOO 5

3,412 5

8088 5

(7,5D6) 5

(14M) S

16.374 5

31,666 S

12,697 S

13,750 5

1,877 5

598 5

(4,128) 5
(934) 5

14

15

16
17

18
19

20

21

22
23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30
31

32

Tote( for CB&l and WEC

2 EPC Delay Costs
CBI Idl«tent rl Lb
CBI FNML I

CBI Dlin I lies
CBI FNME P S

CBI Dl«tC t ct I bo I Oti Ad( t nl

WEC CBI50 I rc I R I I di CVE«ti* 5 I I«I
WEC WECPI tsi t. p dT \ gD I FC I

WEC WECL I go I ys t

Cgl GBA

WEC GSA

CBI P oht
WEc P fr

Lenin%lit t F DptdA I

Total Del y Cost for WEC and CBB I

5 130,725 S 71,899 $

65.252 5

134,786 5

72,457 $

1,001 $

4.440 5

49,118 5

M,S52 5

61,250 5

5

5

12,111 5

2.664 S

(26,640) 5

(4,163) 5

3,434

156
2,435

5,525
9,800

186
eel
283

1,239

35,889 5
74.132 S

39,851

551

2,442

27,015 5

35 685 S

33,%!S $
5

5
6.661 5

1,465 5

(14,652) 5

(2,290) 5

1,889

86
1,339

3,D39

5,390
102
367
156
651

5 437,158 5 23,725 5

5 (43,716) 5 (2,373) 5

240,437 $

(24,044) 5

13,049

(1,305I

393,442 S 21.353 S 216.393 S 11 744 S

71,899

228,137

35

36

37

38

39

'lo

42

43

44
45

46

47
48

49
50
51

52
53

54

55

3

CBI

CBI

CBI

CBI

WEC

CRI

WEC

CBI

WEC

EPC Pe%or I p t

Dl«tCr ftt b P d tl trl p

Dl«ts*RL I I Rii E

Dl ctC frt h I 0th Adl \ I

dst Ill eFNML b

EPCMg t/0 I acti 5 pp t

GSA

GSA

P fir

P

1 10%Rt tl FrDIptdA t

Total Delay Cost for WEC and C8SI

L 10'ant tio F Dlptdn

4 Westlnghe "0th '5 ups Adlu« I CI

wEE Addlti I5 p f rWECLI I es pp t

WEC Additi Is p f WECA 8 I t NR q I dFOAKT tl g
WEC GSA

WEC P RI

81,763 5

74,529 5

29,209 5

94,896 5

31,500 S

a,sss 5

1,370 5

(19,059) 5

(1,1%) S

10,241

8 ~ 9

343

522

44,970 5

40,991 5

16,065 5
52,193 5

17,525 5
s,yes 5

754 5

(10,482l 5
(1178) 5

5 270,658 5 1D,759 S 148,862 S

5 27,250 5

5 22,00D 5

5 2,141 5

5 3,983 5

5

5

55,375 5

(5,538) 5

5 3DD,731 5 11,955 5 165,402 5

5 (30,073) 5 (1,195) S (18,540) 5

5,633

467

les

287

6,575

(658)

S,918 $ 154,779

14,988

12,100

1,178

2, 191

30,455

(3.046i

Total Delay Cost for WEC and CB!kl S 5 49,838 $ - $ 27,rill $ 27,411

EAcc st D et*D ig Fines tlon S

0 I y d Othe EAC Costs $

71,899
410,327

50

61

T I I $ 482,226
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T a r g e t  and T & M  E s t i m a t e  U p d a t e  

August 29, 2014 

Jenkinsville, SC 
The information contained herein is an estimate based on 

assumptions and facts known to the Contractor at this point in 
time. Contractor expressly reserves the right modify any 

information or estimate as may be necessary from time to time. 
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VC SUmmeI"

Target and TS M Estimate Update
August 29, 2014

3enkinsville, SC
The information contained herein is an estimate based on

assumptions and facts known to the Contractor at this point in

time. Contractor expressly reserves the right modify any
information or estimate as may be necessary from time to time.
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... ,. ...... _ 

Confidential 

Key Assumptions for Revised Estimate 
.1. Estimate developed beginning with C0-16 and adding projected forecast for the remainder of 

the project 

2. Where appropriate, estimate is based on the same assumptions as used in development of 
the IPS 

3. Estimate is based on the dates identified in the IPS 

4. Where uncertainty remains, the best available information was utilized for estimating cost 

5. Unit rates were unchanged. Productivity Factors and quantity adjustments are the basis for 
adjustment/change of labor hours. 

6. Quantities were updated using design information and evaluated against other nuclear 
projects 

7. Productivity factors were evaluated utilizing project experience to date and assumed 
improvements going forward 

8. Estimate includes known and reasonably quantifiable impacts only 
9. No cost is included for schedule acceleration other than limited 2nd shift work. 

1 0. Estimate does not consider NNI expediting impact 

11. Site Layout and Cyber Security reflect current outstanding proposal amounts 

12. Contingency was estimated based on the ETC forecast. The risk profile will be updated upon 
completion of the time phasing. 
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ey Assumptions for Revised Estimate
timate developed beginning with CO-16 and adding projected forecast for the remainder of
e project
here appropriate, estimate is based on the same assumptions as used in development of
e IPS
timate is based on the dates identified in the IPS

here uncertainty remains, the best available information was utilized for estimating cost
it rates were unchanged. Productivity Factors and quantity adjustments are the basis for
ustment/change of labor hours.
antities were updated using design information and evaluated against other nuclear

ojects
oductivity factors were evaluated utilizing project experience to date and assumed
provements going forward

timate includes known and reasonably quantifiable impacts only
cost is included for schedule acceleration other than limited 2"d shift work.

timate does not consider NNI expediting impact
e Layout and Cyber Security reflect current outstanding proposal amounts
ntingency was estimated based on the ETC forecast. The risk profile will be updated upon
mpletion of the time phasing.
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w i l l  c o n t i n u e  to be i m p l e m e n t e d .  T h e s e  

i m p r o v e m e n t s  i n c l u d e  T e k l a  m o d e l i n g  and i n t e r f e r e n c e  c h e c k i n g  o f  t h e  r e i n f o r c i n g  

with e m b e d d e d  c o m m o d i t i e s  and r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  o f  known i n t e r f e r e n c e s  p r i o r  t o  

i n s t a l l a t i o n .  

3. T h e  s u s p e n d e d  system ~esigns will be modeled and clash detected to minimize 
physical inferences at the point of installation. 

4. Generic tolerance requirements will be established in most cases reducing the need 
for individual specific NND's and EDCR's. 

5. Constructability review of critical and complex installations will be performed in 
support of IPS requirements. 

CBI will implement various Work Package improvements. 

Critical deliverables for construction will be referenced and support the IPS 
requirements. 

plementation of the foregoing strategies is subject to regulatory changes and/or 
·ng interpretations of existing regulations 
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Mitigations Strategies in Revised Estimate

CRs will be incorporated in parent drawings.
concrete plan improvements will continue to be implemented. These
ovements include Tekla modeling and interference checking of the reinforcing
embedded commodities and reconciliation of known interferences prior to
lation.

suspended system designs will be modeled and clash detected to minimize
cal inferences at the point of installation.

eric tolerance requirements will be established in most cases reducing the need
dividual specific NND's and EDCR's.

tructability review of critical and complex installations will be performed in

ort of IPS requirements.
will implement various Work Package improvements.
al deliverables for construction will be referenced and support the IPS
rements.

ntation of the foregoing strategies is subject to regulatory changes and/or
nterpretations of existing regulations
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Activities 

• Project Management Improvements: 

- Improved Schedule quality and control (ECS/IPS) 

- Aggressive use of milestone and issue management 

- Continued development of the OCC 

- Area Management Focus 

- Weekly Area Managers Meeting 

• 3 week look ahead rigorously addressed 

- POD led by Construction Manager with strong focus on daily expectations 

• EPC Process Improvements: 

- Focus on key work streams: 

• Shield Building 

• Mechanical and Structural Modules 

• Concrete 

• Steel 
• Piping 

• Electrical 

• HVAC 

CONFIDENTIAL 5 
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Improvement Activities
Project Management Improvements:

Improved Schedule quality and control (ECS/IPS)
Aggressive use of milestone and issue management
Continued development of the OCC
Area Management Focus
VVeekly Area Managers Meeting

~ 3 week look ahead rigorously addressed
POD led by Construction Manager with strong focus on daily expectations

EPC Process Improvements:
Focus on key work streams:

~ Shield Building
~ Mechanical and Structural Modules

Concrete
~ Steel
~ Piping

Electrical
~ HVAC

CONFIDENTIAL



Improvement Activities cont'd 

• Individual work stream optimization projects will identify and 
implement changes to improve erection rates and commodity 
installation rates, for example by improved tolerance 
management, improved clash detection methods, work package 
improvements through early E&DCR incorporation, etc. 

• These work stream improvement projects will benefit from the use 
of multi-disciplinary teams (design, construction, quality, etc.) 
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Improvement Activities cont'd

idual work stream optimization projects will identify and
ement changes to improve erection rates and commodity
Ilation rates, for example by improved tolerance
agement, improved clash detection methods, work package
ovements through early E8 DCR incorporation, etc.
se work stream improvement projects will benefit from the use
ulti-disciplinary teams (design, construction, quality, etc.)
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• Estimates were compiled through an aggregation of data from 
multiple project team members and subcontractors for remaining 
work 

• Estimates for June 2019(U2) and 2020(U3) Substantial 
Completion dates (SCD) were developed as the base case 

• Accelerating actions were included to determine the December 
2018 (U2) and December 2019 (U3) Substantial Completion 
estimates 

• Productivity factors are assumed to improve over the remaining 
life of the project 

• Respective estimates were reviewed between Consortium 
Members 

• Target Price adjusted to reflect lower profit associated with 
exceeding Established Target Price 
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Estimate Approach

imates were compiled through an aggregation of data from
Itiple project team members and subcontractors for remaining
rk

imates for June 2019(U2) and 2020(U3) Substantial
mpletion dates (SCD) were developed as the base case
celerating actions were included to determine the December

8 (U2) and December 2019 (U3) Substantial Completion
mates

oductivity factors are assumed to improve over the remaining
of the project
spective estimates were reviewed between Consortium
mbers
rget Price adjusted to reflect lower profit associated with
ceeding Established Target Price



Schedule Overview 

• VC Summer Unit 2- Substantial Completion June 2019 
(Impacted/Partially Accelerated) 

• 5X1 0 construction work schedule with selective extended work schedules 
(near-term & MAS excluded) 

• Fabrication and delivery of Main Steam/Feed Water penetration module 
will support construction needs 

• Fabrication and delivery of the Shield Building panels are based on the 
delivery dates provided by the vendor 

- The critical path proceeds through shield building wall panel deliveries from 
NNI into erection of the shield building walls and installation of the air intake 
structure, shield wall tension ring, top hat, shield building roof and setting of 
the PCS tank module on the roof. The path continues to operational testing 
through Fuel Load, continuing through Power Ascension, 1 00 percent power, 
then Substantial Completion. 

- Liquidated damages are assumed in the estimate based on the IPS. 
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Schedule Overview

ummer Unit 2 — Substantial Completion June 2019
ctedlParti ally Accelerated)

~ 5X10 construction work schedule with selective extended work schedules
(near-term 8 MAB excluded)

~ Fabrication and delivery of Main Steam/Feed Water penetration module
will support construction needs
Fabrication and delivery of the Shield Building panels are based on the
delivery dates provided by the vendor

he critical path proceeds through shield building wall panel deliveries from
Nl into erection of the shield building walls and installation of the air intake
ructure, shield wall tension ring, top hat, shield building roof and setting of
e PCS tank module on the roof. The path continues to operational testing
rough Fuel Load, continuing through Power Ascension, 100 percent power,
en Substantial Completion.

quidated damages are assumed in the estimate based on the IPS.
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I m p a c t s - Target 

June 2019 SCD Impacted I Partially Accelerated Case1 

$2007 $M 

' Cost Area , 
I ' 

Direct Labor- Unit 2 
- ~· ' .. 

DirectLabor-l:Jnit 3 

Indirect Construction Labor 

FNM 
Subcontracts 

Distrihutables 

FNM Expenses 

Construction Equipment Fuel 

Other Costs 

CBI Sll biota I 

EPC Mgmt 
..... , ... ,.. , .. 

Containrri.ent Vessel 

Plant Startup & Testing 
... ' ............... ,."' ··~· ... , ...... .-... . 

Other 

Westinghouse SubTotal 
·~. ." ··,. ' ... 

Tdtal 

C0-16 
Target 

. $9;(3 

$160.3 

$166.3 

$190.3 

$4lJ0.3 

$272.4 

$261.9 
$16.8 

$12.8 

$127.0 

$1,702~;3 

$68.7 

$21.0 

$89.7 

$1,792~0· 

1Cost only-Does not include G&A, Profit, etc. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Proposed Estimate 
I 

Target 

. '''$92.3 
$274.3 

$272;9 

$244.7 

$632.5 
$416.5 

$336;9 

$17.0 

$25.4 

$193.0 

$;2;505~6 

$31.5 

$155;0 

$21.0 

$207.5 

$2',7!13.1 

I Variance 

Target 
· ·· ········ · ··(~'i.or· 

$114.0 
$106;6 

$54.5 

$232.2 
$144.1 
$7'5;0 

$0.3 

$12.7 

$66.0 

.$803.2 

$31.5 

$863 

$117.8 

$921:0· 
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Summary of Cost Impacts — Target
June 2019 SCD Impacted 1 Partially Accelerated Case'2007

$ M ~RRW
Direct Labor-Site Specific
Direct Labor- Unit 2

Direct Labor — Unit 3

Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Subcontracts
Distributables
FNM Expenses

Construction Equipment Fuel

Other Costs

CBI SubTotal

EPC Mgmt

Containment Vessel

Plant Startup 5 Testing

Other

Westinghouse SubTotal

Total

$94.3

$160.3

$166.3

$190.3

$400.3

$272.4

$261.9

$16.8

$12.8

$127.0

$1,702.3

$68.7

$21.0

$89 7

$1,792.0

$92.3

$274.3

$272.9

$244. 7

$632.5

$416.5

$336.9

$17.0

$25.4

$ 193.0

$2,505.6

$31.S

$155.0

$21.0

$207.5

$2;713.1

($2.0)

$ 114.0

$106.6

$S4.S

$232.2

$144.1

$75.0

$0.3

$12.7

$66.0

$803.2

$31.S

$86.3

$117.8

$921.0

"Cost only—Does not include GRA, Profit, etc.
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I m p a c t s - T & M  

June 2019 SCD Impacted I Partially Accelerated Case1 

$2007 $M 
' 

Cost Area 
I 

oirect'.LaT-Jor:=·sii~:sJ):ed·trc:·· .·· -'· · ········ · ·· · ............. . 
Direct Labor- Unit 2 

Directlabor~ Unit3 

Indirect Construction Labor 
-•,oou• "'""""<-<• A OOHO..On00"' 0 

FNM 

Subcontracts 

D istributaB les 

FNM Expenses 
. ... ... "''''"''''''' 

Start"'UP 

Other Costs 

EPC Mgmt 

Containment Vessel 

Plant Startup & Testing 

Other 

CBI Sllb1o:tal 

Westinghouse SubTotal 

Total 

C0-16 
T&M 

$0.1 

$0.7 
$365 

.. 

$96.2 
$47.2 

$180.7 

$61.0 

$50.4 

$111.5 

$292.2 

1Cost only-Does not include G&A, Profit, etc. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Proposed Estimate 
T&M 

$26.5 

$6.6 
$0.7 

$18.0 
$1.0 

$97.0 

$56.6 

$206~5 

$102.1 

$104;6 

$206.7 

$413·.2 

Variance 
T&M 

$26.5 
·· $6os 

.($18.5) 
$1.0 

$0~8 
$9.4 

$25.8 

$41.1 
... .. 

$54.2 

$95.3 

$1,21.1 

10 
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Summary of Cost Impacts — T8 M
June 2019 SCD Impacted I Partially Accelerated Case"

$2007 $ M

Direct Labor- Site 5'pecific

Direct Labor — Unit 2

Direct Labor — Unit 3

Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Subcontracts
Distributables
FNM Expenses

Start-up
Other Costs

EPC Mgmt

CBI SubTotal

$ O.1

$O.7

$36.5

$96.2

$47.2

$180.7

$26.5

$6.6

$ O.7

$ 18. 0

$1.0

$97.0

$56.6

$zo6.5

$26.5

$6.5

.($ 18.5)

$ 1.O

$0.8

$94
$25.8

Containment Vessel

Plant Startup gt Testing

Other

Westinghouse SubTotal

Total

$61.0

$5o.4

$111.5

$Z9Z.Z

$ 1O2.1

$104.6

$206.7

$413.2

$41.1

$54.2

$95.3

$121.1

"Cost only—Does not include GBA, Profit, etc.
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Summary of Cost Impacts- Target 

Cost Area 

' 

Dec 2018 SCD Accelerated Case1 

$2007 $M 

C0-16 
Target 

I II I I I I 

Impacted Partially 
Accelerated Target 

Est. June SC 

oft~~t-L~'i:;~~=sit~-sJ;.~i~i'fic;············w· ... ., .... "'.$94:3··- ... _, .. " ···· ·· · ···· ··s92~3·· · ·· ·· 
Direct Labor- Unit 2 $160.3 
.... " ...... ' .. .,., . .- ... ""''" "' ................. , . -~ • .. 

Direct tabor;..;. Urlit3 $166,3 

Indirect Construction Labor 

FNM 

Subcontracts 
........... 

Distributab'les 

FNM Expenses 

Construction·.EqqipmentFuel 

Other Costs 

CBISubiotal 

EPC Mgmt 
.. ~... """'"'""''"'"" .. _. ........ "''" --~ .. 

Contaihment:Vessel 

Plant Startup & Testing 

Vendor Installation Support 

Westinghouse SubTotal 
. , .... "". ., .. ~. . ... ,.. .. , . .. . 

Total 

$190.3 

$400.3 

$272.4 

$261.9 

$16.8 

$12.8 

$127.0 

·$1,702~3 

$68:7 

$21;0 

$89.7 

$1;7.92~0 

$274.3 

$272.9 

$244.7 

$632.5 

$416.5 

$336,9 

$17.0 

$25A 

$193.0 

$2,505.6 

$31.5 

$155.0 

....... 

$21.0 

$207.5 

$2,713.1 

1Cost only-Does not include G&A, Profit, etc 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Proposed 
Acceleration 

I 

Variance to C0-16 
Target 

"' ' ....... -. ......... ,.. < • ,, '"'($'2:0)'•'•' ... 

$12.4 

$12.4 

$25.3 

·'$75.0 

$1.6 

$32.2 

$7.5 

$166~5 

($10.5) 

($10.5) 

$156~0 

$126.4 

$119;0 

$79.8 
...... 

$307.2 

$145.7 .... , ........ - '$107:3 

$7.8 

$12.7 

$66.0 

$969'~7 

$21.0 
$86,.3 .... 

$107.3 

$1;077;0 
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Summary of Cost Impacts — Target
Dec 2018 SCD Accelerated Case"

$2007 $M

Direct Labor- Site Specific

Direct Labor — Unit 2

Direct Labor — Unit 3

Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Subcontracts
Distributables

FNM Expenses

Construction'quipment',Fuel

Other Costs

CB I SubTotal

EPC Mgmt

Containment'Vessel

Plant Startup g Testing

$94.3

$ 160.3

$ 166.3

$ 190.3

$400 3

$ 272.4

$ 261 9

$ 16 8

$ 12.8

$ 127.0

$1,70z.3

$68 7

$ 92.3

$274.3

$272.9

$244 7

$632.5

$416.5

$336.9

$ 17.0

$25.4

$ 193.0

$2,505.6
S31.5

$ 155 0

$ 1z.4

$Z5.3

$75.0

$ 1.6

$32.2

$7.5

$166. 5

($10.5)

$119.0

$79.8

$307.2

$ 145.7

$ 107.3

$ 7.8

$12.7

$66.0

$969;7

$21.0

$86.3

($2.0)

$ 12.4 $ 126.4

Vendor Installation Support
Westinghouse SubTotal

Total

Sz1.o

$89.7

$1,792.0

Sz1.o

$207.5

Sz,713.1
($10.5)

$156.0
$ 107.3

$1,077.0

"Cost only—Does not include G&A, Profit, etc

CONFIDENTIAL
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I m p a c t s - T & M  

' 

' 

Cost Area 

Direa-·E~'66?~-S'i-te~§ped¥it 

Direct Labor- Unit 2 
............. ,,,. '''" 

Direct labor- Unit 3 
Indirect Construction Labor 

... "'" ...... 

FNM 
Subcontracts 

-· ~ .,. ',_._. ··-~· . 

Distributables 

f~ 1\11 ~)(p_~f1S~~ ... 
Start~up 

Other Costs 

CBhSlibTotal 

EPC Mgmt 

Conta inrnentNessel 

Plant Startup & Testing 
"" .... ,.~. ·~·"· .... ""• '"'''~'"'" 

Other 

Westinghouse SubTotal 
•• r .-- -.- ·~· .~' ,,,- "'"• ••••"·-- ••• •, 'o"' 

Total 

Dec 2018 SCD Accelerated Case1 

$2007 $M 

' I 

C0-16 
T&M 

$0~1 
$0.7 

$36.5 

$96.2 
$47.2 

·$3:80~7 

$61.0 
"" ,_.,.. ..... ._ .. , .. 

$5{);4 

$111.5 
$rZ92.2 

I 

lmpa~ted Partially 
Accelerated Target 

Est. June SC 

$26.5 

$6.6 
$0.7 

$18.0 
$1.0 

$97.0 
$56.6 

$206.5 

$102.1 

.$104£ 

$206.7 
$413.0 

1Cost only-Does not include G&A, Profit, etc 

CONFIDENTIAL 

' P~oposed 
Acceleration 

$2.5 

$1.8 

.$4~3 

($1.4) 
. ($3.2) 

($4.6) 

($0.3') 

'I V . anance to C0-16 
T&M 

$29.0 
$6:6 

($16.7) 
$1.0 
$0.9 
$9.3 

$30~1 

$39.7 

;$S:LO 

$90.7 
:$120~8 

12 
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Summary of Cost Impacts — T8 M
Dec 2018 SCD Accelerated Case"

$2007 $ MRR~RM~
Direct Labor — Site Specific
Direct Labor — Unit 2

Direct Labor — Unit 3

Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Subcontracts
Distributables
FNM Expenses
Start-up
Other Costs

CBI SubTotal

EPC Mgmt
Containment:Vessel
Plant Startup 84 Testing

Other
Westinghouse SubTotal

Total

$0.1

$ 0.7

$36.5

$96. 2

$47.2

$'180.7

$61.0

SsoI4

$111.5

$292.2

$26.5

Se.e
$0.7

$ 18.0

$ 1.o

$97.0

$56. 6

$206.5

$ 1O2.1

$104.6

$206.7

$413.0

$2.5 $29.0
Se.e

($16.7)
S1.o
So.9

$9.3

$30.1

($ 1.4)

($3 2)

($4.6)

S39.7

$'51.0

S9o.7

($0.3) $120;8

"Cost only—Does not include GBA, Profit, etc

CONFIDENTIAL 12
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D i r e c t  C o n s t r u c t i o n  A p p r o a c h  

• I m p a c t e d  ( p a r t i a l l y  a c c e l e r a t e d )  

• U n i t  2 S u b s t a n t i a l  C o m p l e t i o n  J u n e  2 0 1 9  ( U n i t  3 J u n e  2 0 2 0 )  

• P r o d u c t i v i t y  a n a l y s i s  p e r f o r m e d  (see productivity section) by 
evaluating cost per unit/building/discipline 

• Design quantities validated {see quantities section) and labor 
forecasted 

• Consolidated deviations since C016 into estimate template 

• Accelerated schedule 

• Assumes all improvements identified to support Impacted 
(partially accelerated) schedule. 

• Unit 2 Substantial Completion Dec 2018 (Unit 3 Dec 2019) 
• NNI Acceleration- cost under evaluation 

• SB Erection Acceleration - cost under evaluation 

• Inclusion of Schedule Contingency- $165M 

• Reduction of hotel loads- ($13M) 

CONFIDENTIAL 13 
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CB8 I Direct Construction Approach

acted (partially accelerated)
Unit 2 Substantial Completion June 2019 (Unit 3 June 2020)
Productivity analysis performed (see productivity section) by
valuating cost per unit/building/discipline

Design quantities validated (see quantities section) and labor
orecasted
Consolidated deviations since CO16 into estimate template
elerated schedule

Assumes all improvements identified to support Impacted
partially accelerated) schedule.

Unit 2 Substantial Completion Dec 2018 (Unit 3 Dec 2019)
~ NNI Acceleration — cost under evaluation
~ SB Erection Acceleration — cost under evaluation
~ Inclusion of Schedule Contingency — $ 'I 65M
~ Reduction of hotel loads — ($ 13M)

CONFIDENTIAL



CB&I Direct Construction Labor - Estimate - $2007 $M 
June 2019 SCD Impacted/Partially Accelerated Case 

Cost Ar:ea Site Specific 

Above :Ground £1ectr:ical $10.7 

Above Ground Pipe $8.1 

Building Construction 

Civil Site Work 

Concrete 

Instrumentation & Control 

Major'Et:~Uipment 

Modules 

StructuraH:Ste:e I• .. 

Under Ground Electrical 

Total 

$0.1 

$35.3 

$25.1 

$0.6 

$2~0 

$0 

,$0;6 

$4.8 

$5.1 

$92.3 

Unit 2 

$74.4 

$71.2 

$2.2 

$0.4 

.$65.7 

$8.8 

$23.7 

$7.6 

$19.8 

$0.2 

$0.3 

$274.3 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Unit 3 
' .. _,,_ .. , " 

$74.4 

$71.6 

$2.2 

$0.7 

$64.5 

$8.8 

$22.4 

$7.8 

$19.8 

$0.4 

$0.2 

$272.9 

Total 
.. 

$159;5 

$150.9 

$4.5 

$36.4 

$155.3 

$18.2 

$48,1 

$15.4 

.$:40;2 

$5.4 

·$5;6 

$639.5 
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CB8 I Direct Construction Labor - Estimate — $2007 SM
June 2019 SCD Impacted/Partially Accelerated Case

~ 4 . 4 ~

Above Ground Electrical

Above Ground Pipe

Building Construction

Civil Site Work

Concrete

Instrumentation gt Control

$ 1O.7

$8.1

SO.1

SZS.1

$o.e

$74.4

$ 71.Z

$2.2

So.4

Ses.7

$8.8

$74.4

$71.6

$2.2

$O.7

$64.s

$8.8

$159.5

$ 150.9

$4.s

$36.4

$15'5.3

$18.2

Major Equipment

Modules

Structural Steel

Under Ground Electrical

Under Ground Pipe

Total

$z.o

So

So:e

$4.8

SS.1

$9z.3

$23.7

$7.6

$ 1.9.8

So.z

So.3

SZ74.3

Szz.4

$7.8

So.4

So.z

SZ7Z.9

$48.1

$ 1S.4

$40;2

Ss.4

$s.e

$639.5

"ieaaa"
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CB&I Direct Construction Labor - Site Specific Variances $2007 $M 
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case 

Cost Area C0-16 Current Estimate Variance 
I 

, ... _,, 
' ..... ~ -~··-··-' •--~" '":"~·v· ' " ..... ,., .. ,,.,,)•'''''"' 

Above Ground,Electrital $7.5 $10.7 $3.1 

Above Ground Pipe $7.0 $8.1 $1.1 

BuildingConstroction $0.1 $0.1 

Civil Site Work $16.4 $35.3 $18.9 
.... '" _,_ ..... ~ .... _" ··-~---·~· ..... + _ ... ·~--

Concrete $27;B $25.1 ($2;;6) 

Instrumentation & Control $0.2 $0.6 $0.4 

Major Equipment $29.8 $2.0 ($27.·8) 

Modules 
---· ....... '''"""•'' 

Structural Steel $0;.5 $0;6 $0.1 

Under Ground Electrical $3.3 $4.8 $1.5 
..... ,_._. ....... --........... . ......... ..... 

Under Grounti':Pri.rae $1.8 '$5.1 $3.3 

Total $94.3 $92.3 ($2.0} 
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CB8 I Direct Construction Labor - Site Specific Variances $2007 $M
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case

Above Ground Electrical

Above Ground Pipe

Building Construction

Civil Site Work

Concrete

Instrumentation gt Control

Major Equipment

Modules

Structural Steel

Under Ground Electrical

Under Ground,Pipe

Total

$7.s

$7.O

$0.1

$ 16.4

$27.8

So.2

$29.8

So.s

$3.3

S1.8

$94.3

$10 7

$8.1

$3S.3

$2s.1

So.6

$ 2.O

So.6

$4.8

$S.1

$92.3

$3.1

$18.9

(Sz.6)

$o.4

($27.8)

So.1

$ 1.s

$3.3

($2.0)

CONFIDENTIAL
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CB&I Direct Construction Labor- Unit 2 Variances $2007 $M 
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case 

I 
11

1 1 II 

'" 
1 Cost Area 1 I 1 

I I II 

I C0-16 
I I II 

: Current Estimate 
I 

I Variance 
... -~ "' ·-~<>·•' ""'~ """ '""~' ,., .,v -·· ., . ..,_ '""'" ., .. - "'"'''"'. . < < CY, -·>_.~, o-' ·- " '"'·"--·"··•l······--····.· 

Above .Ground .. Electrita I $46.6 $74.4 $27.8 

Above Ground Pipe $47.6 $71.2 $23.5 

Building C:onstructi.on $0~9 $2.2 $1.4 

Civil Site Work $0.4 $0.4 

Concrete $29.8 $65.7 $36.•0 

Instrumentation & Control $6.4 $8.8 $2.4 

Major Equipment $17.1 $23.7 $6.5 

Modules $1.0 $7.6 $6.7 

Structurai:Steel $>10~7 $19.8 $9:.1 

Under Ground Electrical $0.2 $0.1 

Under Ground Pipe $0~2 $0.3 $0:1 

Total $160.3 $274.3 $114.0 
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CB8 i Direct Construction Labor — Unit 2 Variances $2007 $M
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case

Above Ground Electrical

Above Ground Pipe

Building Construction

Civil Site Work

Concrete

Instrumentation 84 Control

Major Equipment

Modules

Structural Steel

Under Ground Electrical

Under Ground Pipe

Total

$46.6

$47. 6

So.9

$29.8

$6.4

$17.1

$1.o

$10.7

$o.z

$160.3

S74.4

$71.z

$2.2

S0.4

$ 6S.7

$8.8

$23.7

$7.6

$19.8

So.z

So.3

Sz74.3

$27.8

Sz3.s

S1.4

$o.4

$36.0

S2.4

$6.s

$6.7

$9.1

So.1

$O.1

$114.0

CONFIDENTIAL
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CB&I Direct Construction Labor- Unit 3 Variances $2007 $M 
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case 

, Cost Area C0-16 

$46:6 

Above Ground Pipe $47.6 
... '""'''"' ..... 

Build:ing'Gonstruttion $0.9 

Civil Site Work $0.2 

Concrete $29;6 

Instrumentation & Control 

MajorEquipment 

Modules 

StrutturaiSteel· 

Under Ground Electrical 

Total 

$6.4 

$20:4 

$3.4 

$10.7 

$0.3 

$0;2 

$166.3 

Current Estimate Variance 

$74.4 $27.8· 

$71.6 $24.0 

$2.2 $1.4 

$0.7 $0.5 

$64.5 $34.8 

$8.8 $2.4 

$22.4 $2JO 

$7.8 $4.3 

$19.8 ,$9,1 

$0.4 $0.2 

$0.2 $0;1 

$272.9 $106.6 
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CBB I Direct Construction Labor- Unit 3 Variances $2007 $ M
June 2019 SCD Impacted /Partially Accelerated Case

A'bove Ground Electrical

Above Ground Pipe

Building Construction

Civil Site Work

Concrete

Instrumentation St Control

Major Equipment

Modules

Structural Steel

Under Ground Electrical

Under-Ground Pipe

Total

$46:6

$47. 6

SO.9

$0.2

$29.6

$6.4

$20.4

$9.4

$ 1O.7

$0.9

$o;2

$166.9

$74.4

$71.6

$2.2

$07

$64.5

$22.4

$7.8

S19.s

So.4

So.z

$272.9

$Z7.S

$24.0

$1.4

$o.5

$94.S

Sz.4

$2;o

$4.3

$9.1

$0.2

$O.1

$106.6

CONFIDENTIAL
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CB&I Direct Construction Labor Variance Explanations 
I 

Direct Construction 

J?iscipline 

Electrical 

Pipe 

Concrete 

Major Equipment 

Modules 

Structural Steel 

' 

' Variance Explanation's in Addition to PF 
l11 1 

• CommunicationsSystemRedesign 
• Raceway Design Cbainge 
• Normai:ShutdownAfter Fire 

• Design Development 

• NIBase·mat 
• Tolerance issues' 
• .Densityofrebar 
• Formwor;k updated takeoffs 
• Increases in Anchor Bolt & Embed Quantities 
• lncreas:e .·of IV 2S.;.oo·o· cy 

• Turbine Installation Work Hour estimate was low based on comparable 
projects 

·• Third·Partyta~eoffof ntechanical modules. quantities 

• Turbine Building Steel design development I Decking I Grating 

CONFIDENTIAL 18 
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CB81 Direct ConstrUction Labor Variance Explanations

Electrical

Pipe

Concrete

Major Equipment

Modules

Structural Steel

Communications System Redesign
Raceway Design Change
NormalShutdown After Fire

Design Development

Nl Basemat
Tolerance issues
Density of rebar
Formwork updated takeoffs
Increases in Anchor Bolt &. Embed Quantities
Increase of 25,000 cy

Turbine installation Worl& Hour estimate was low based on comparable
projects

Third Party takeoff of mechanical modules quantities

Turbine Building Steel design development / Decking / Grating

CONFIDENTIAL 18
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Construction - $ 2 0 0 7  $M 

Cost Area 

-- _., .•.. ,., ... .. -. .. ,,.. ... -~' ""' ....... ,.~ .......... , .... 

Indirect COnstruction 
Labor 

FNM 

Direct Subcontracts 

Indirect Subcontracts 

Distributables 

FN M Expenses 

Constructio_n 
Equipment(Fuel) 

Start-up 

Other Cb.sts 

Total 

June 2019 SCD Impacted I Partially Accelerated Case 

I 

$190,3 

$400.3 

$220~0 

$52.4 

$261.9 

$16.8 

$:1:2.8 

'$127'0 .. ; ·~· ·, .. ' . 

$1,281.4 

C0-16 
T&M 

$.01 

$0.7 

$365 

$96.2 

$47.2-

$180.7 

Estimate 
Target 

$244.7 

$632.5 

$357.7 

$58.8 

$336.9 

$17.0 

$25.4 

$193.0 

$1,866.1 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Estimate 
T&M 

I 

$26.5 

$6.6 

$0.7 

$0.1 

$:18.0 

$1.0 

$97.0 

$56;6 

$206.5 

I ' 

Variance 
Target 

$54.5 

$232.2 

$137.6 

$6.5 

$75.0 

$0.3 

$12.7 

$66.0 

$584.7 

Variance 
T&M 

$26.5 

$6.6 

$0.1 

($1-8.5) 

$1.0 

$0.9 

$9'.3 

$25.8 
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CB&l Indirect Construction — $2007 $ M

~RRIIWIIIRRHR~
$190 3 $244.7 $26.5 $54.5 $26.5

Labor

FNM

Direct Subcontracts

Indirect Subcontracts

Distributables

FNM Expenses

Construction
Equipment (Fuel)

$400.3

$220.0

$52.4

$261.9

$16.8

$12.8

$ .O1

So.7

$36.5

$632.5

$357.7

$58 8

$336.9

$ 17.0

$25.4

$6.6 $232.2 $6.6

$0.7 $137.6

SO.1 $ 6.5 SO.1

$ 18.0 $75.0 ($18.5)

$ 1.o So.3 $1.0

$12.7

Start-up

Other Costs '$1'27.0

Total $1,281.4

$96.Z

$47.2

$180.7

$193.0

$1,866.1

S97.o

$56;6

$206.5

$66.o

$584.7

$0.9

$9.3

$25.8

CONFIDENTIAL



CB&I Indirect Construction Assumptions 

• Forward looking craft ratios {Direct to Indirect) are forecasted to be more in 
line with original estimate 

• Cost for Facility/Infrastructure changes are incorporated. 

• The estimate incorporates schedule extension since C0-16 

• Indirect cost differential between Unit 2 Accelerated Schedule and Unit 2 
Impacted/Partially Mitigated schedule are identified as those required for 
supporting the Shield Building 
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B8 I Indirect Construction Assumptions

rd looking craft ratios (Direct to Indirect) are forecasted to be more in

ith original estimate

or Facility/Infrastructure changes are incorporated.

stimate incorporates schedule extension since CO-16

ct cost differential between Unit 2 Accelerated Schedule and Unit 2

cted/Partially Mitigated schedule are identified as those required for
orting the Shield Building
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Construction Variance Explanations 

I 

,' Indirect Cost Afea 
I 

lndirectCon:sttuctiibnlabor 

FNM 

Subcontracts 

Distributables 

FNM Expenses 

Construction Equipment Fuel 

Start-Up Costs 

Other Costs 

' I ' 

Variance Explanations 
II I I I I 

• ·Impacts related to projecbevolution ,have causedincreases·in the tentporaryfnfrastructure 
• This includes additional facilities for a projected increase ih the number ofFNMs, increased 

laydown I storage spaCe;,; extended durations of preventative m<Hntencmce,warehousing/ 
matetii:ilsupport personne·l, etc. 

• Field Engineering has been impacted by design tolerances, volume of E&DCRs, work package 
process, etc. 

• Increases in QA/QC resources is attributed to the increase in regulatory oversight, enhanced supplier 
inspections, and first article surveys 

• A Corrective Action Program (CAP)team has been assembled to maintain corrective actions 
Additional resources have been required to support the design evolution 

• The majoriW ofDirectSubcontractimpacts can be grouped ihto three· buckets::design ahange 
impacts, scope shiftfrom direct construction.(shield building), and·increasedestimates 

• Impacts related to project evolution have caused increases in the temporary infrastructure 
• This includes additional facilities for an increased number of FNMs, increased laydown I 

storage space, etc. 
• Per Diem cost impacts are attributed to increases in quantities and productivity 

• There were no sighificantinipacts to the FNM expenses since co~16 

• Costs associated with the projected schedule duration modification and the cost of fuel 

• No sigiiificant:impacts identified atthis time 

• Cost increases resulting from estimate changes 
• Use of mock-ups to prove design prior to field work 
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CB8 I Indirect Construction Variance Explanations

~ ~

Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Impacts related to project evolution have caused increases in the temporary infrastructure
This includes additional facilities for a projected increase in the number of FNMs, increased
laydown / storage space,.extended durati'ons of preventative maintenance, warehousing /
material support personnel, etc.

Field Engineering has been impacted by design tolerances, volume of Eg&DCRs, work package
process, etc.
Increases in QA/QC resources is attributed to the increase in regulatory oversight, enhanced supplier
inspections, and first article surveys
A Corrective Action Program (CAP)team has been assembled to maintain corrective actions
Additional resources have been required to support the design evolution

Subcontracts The majority of Direct Subcontract impacts can be grouped into three buckets: design change
impacts, scope shift'froin direct construction (shield building), and increased estimates

Distributa bles

Impacts related to project evolution have caused increases in the temporary infrastructure
~ This includes additional facilities for an increased number of FNMs, increased laydown/

storage space, etc.
Per Diem cost impacts are attributed to increases in quantities and productivity

FNM Expenses ~ There.were no significant impacts to the FNM expenses since CO-16

Construction Equipment Fuel 'osts associated with the projected schedule duration modification and the cost of fuel

Start-Up Costs

Other Costs

No significant impacts identified at this time

Cost increases resulting from estimate changes
Use of mocl&-ups to prove design prior to field work

CONFIDENTIAL
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CB&I Indirect Cost Mitigations 

Indirect Cost Area Mitigation Explanations 
' 

Indirect Construction Labor 
• Reductionjn thetemporaryjnfrastructure 
• Decrease in the ratio of Indirect to Direct craft 

• Completion of Engineering with certainty of finalization and predictability of schedule 

FNM • A decrease in the volume of E&DCRs 
• Reduction in the size, number and complexity of the Construction work packages 

• Completion ofthe Design and increased '~White Spacen will allowsubcontractorsto: 

Subcontracts • Improve the pre~constructi9n planning 
• Ensure the· resources are cihsite and in placeto execute. work scopes 

• Improve the Craft Productivity thus decreasing Craft Per Diem 
• Improved planning will result in a reduction of other distributable costs Distributables 

FN M Expenses • Continuous monitoring ofthe FNM Expense accounts 

• Improved planning associated with the construction equipment execution 
Construction Equipment Fuel • Reduction in the overall amount of required equipment 

Start--Ur::rCosts 

Other Costs 

• AHgiimE!ntofthe Start:.qpiJVith .the tip dated ·IPS and ;continu.ousnionltoting.ofpfbgtess 

• Continuous monitoring of the Other Cost accounts in conjunction with mitigations above could 
reduce the risk of the project thus reducing the Other Costs impact 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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CBB I Indirect Cost Mitigations

~ ~ ~

~ Reduction in the temporary infrastructure
Decrease in the ratio of Indirect to Direct craft

FNM

Subcontracts

Distributables

Completion of Engineering with certainty of finalization and predictability of schedule
A decrease in the volume of ERDCRs
Reduction in the size, number and complexity of the Construction worl& packages

Completion of the Design and increased "White Space" will allow subcontractors to:
Improve the pre-construction planning

~ Ensure the resources are onsite and in place to execute work scopes

Improve the Craft Productivity thus decreasing Craft Per Diem
Improved planning will result in a reduction of other distributable costs

FNM Expenses Continuous monitoring of the FNM Expense accounts

Improved planning associated with the construction equipment execution
Reductionin the overall amountof required equipmen~

Start-Up Costs Alignmentof the Start-up with the updated IPS and:coritinuous rrionitoring of piogre'ss

Other Costs
Continuous monitoring of the Other Cost accounts in conjunction with mitigations above could
reduce the risl& of the project thus reducing the Other Costs impact

"cc ccc
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Westinghouse Summary 
• Containment Vessel (Target)-

- Includes schedule delay estimate and change orders 

• Vendor Support (Target)- No change in estimate 

• Engineering (T&M) 

- Start Up & Testing 

• Includes scope changes, first of a kind testing per license (CVAP 
and FPOT), and hotel load costs 

- Licensing 

• Includes hotel load and proJected overall licensing effort 

- Simulator Instructor Training- No change in estimate 

- Delayed COL Study- No change in estimate 

- ITAAC Maintenance- Includes estimate for regulatory change 

- Affordable Care Act - Estimate for regulatory change 

Import Duties (T&M) 

- Reduction based on actuals 
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Westinghouse Summary
ntainment Vessel (Target)—

Includes schedule delay estimate and change orders
dor Support (Target) — No change in estimate

gineering (T8 M)

Start Up 8 Testing
~ Includes scope changes, first of a kind testing per license (CVAP

and FPOT), and hotel load costs
Licensing

~ Includes hotel load and projected overall licensing effort

Simulator Instructor Training — No change in estimate
Delayed COL Study — No change in estimate
ITAAC Maintenance — Includes estimate for regulatory change
Affordable Care Act - Estimate for regulatory change
ort Duties (T8 M)

Reduction based on actuals

CONFIDENTIAL 23



I m p a c t s - T a r g e t  

$ 2 0 0 7  $M 

J u n e  2 0 1 9  S C D  I m p a c t e d / P a r t i a l l y  A c c e l e r a t e d  C a s e  

C o s t  A r e a  

I I I I I  I 

e p c ; M a  nageril'ent · 

WEC Subcontracts 
.. , .. ____ .,.,.._. 

Containment\/esser(cB I Services) 

Vendor Installation Support 
. ............ . .. , ..... . 

Import Duties 

TotaFWEC Costs 

' 

C0-16 
Targ~t 

$68.7 

$21.0 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Proposed Estimate 
Target 

$31.5 

$155.0 

$21.0 

$207.5 

Variance 
Target 

$31.5 

$86.3 

$117~8 
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WEC Summary of Cost Impacts — Target
$2007 $ M

June 2019 SCD Impacted/Partially Accelerated Case%%%~~
EPC Management

WEC Subcontracts

Containment Vessel (CBI Services)

Vendor Installation Support

$68.7

$21.0

$31.5

$ 155.0

$21.0

$31.5

$86.3

Import Duties

Total WEC Costs $89.7 $207.5 $117.8

CONFIDENTIAL 24
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I m p a c t s - T & M  

$ 2 0 0 7  $M 

Cost A r e a  

J u n e  2 0 1 9  S C D  I m p a c t e d  I Partially Accelerated Case 

C0-16 
T&M 

Proposed Estimate 
T&M 

II 

Variance 
T&M 

WEC .E:ngineering 

Import outit:!s 

Plant Startup & Testing 

Licensing 

Simulator Instructor Training 

D~Jayed COLStudy 

ITAAC Maintenance 
''' •v•• 

Affordable Care Act 

OtherT&M 

Total WEC Costs 

$61.0 

$2;2 

$3.1 

$0.1 

$45;0 

$111.5 

CONFIDENTIAL 

$102.1 

$39.3 

$3.1 

$0.1 

$3.0 

$5 .. 0 

$24.2 

$30.0 

$206.7 

$41.1 

$'37.1 

$0.0 
"' ._. . - ·~ ... ~. -···· . 

$0;0 

$3.0 

$:5:0 

$24.2 

($15.'.0) 

$95.2 

I 
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WEC Summary of Cost Impacts — T8 M

$2007 $ M
June 2019 SCD Impacted / Partially Accelerated Case

AIM
WEC Engineer'ing

Plant Startup 5 Testing $61.0 $102.1 $41.1

Licensing

Simulator Instructor Training

$2.2

$3.1
$39.3

$ 3.1

$37.1

$0.0

Import Duties

Delayed COL Study

ITAAC Maintenance

Affordable Care Act

Other TRM

Total WEC Costs

$0.1

$45.0

$111.5

$0.1

$ 3.0

$5.0

$24.2

$30.0

$206.7

$0.0

$3.0

$5.0

$24.2

($15;0)

$95.2
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E s t i m a t e s  
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Individual Estimates
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Quantity Changes 

• The Quantity Estimate was broken into three (3) "Phases" 

- Phase I - Represented the change in quantities in Progress 
Tracker from C0-16 to June 2014 

- Phase II- Engineering estimated quantities for which the 
specific detailed quantities have not been identified (i.e. cable feet 
but not specific gauge) 

- Phase Ill- Engineering estimate of quantity risk associated 
with impacts that are known but have yet to be quantified are 
captured in contingency (i.e. normal shut down after fire) 

• Non-key quantities associated with the key quantities were 
estimated to increase by the same percentage as the key 
quantities (i.e. Rebar to Concrete). 
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Quantity Changes

Quantity Estimate was broken into three (3) "Phases"

Phase I
— Represented the change in quantities in Progress

racker from CO-16 to June 2014
Phase II — Engineering estimated quantities for which the
pecific detailed quantities have not been identified &i.e. cable feet
ut not specific gauge)

Phase III — Engineering estimate of quantity risk associated
with impacts that are known but have yet to be quantified are

aPtured in COntingenCy (i.e. normal shut down after fire)

-key quantities associated with the key quantities were
mated to increase by the same percentage as the key
ntities (i.e. Rebar to Concrete).
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• Analysis and reviews performed and consideration given to: 

- Unit- ability to recognize efficiencies of 2nd unit 

- Building - congestion, regulatory oversight, engineering 
completeness 

- Discipline - project and industry history 

• Current PF = 1.41 (U2 = 2.15, U3 = 1.74, SS = 1.07) 

- Estimate based on several factors 

• Currently only 12.9% complete with direct construction. 
Typically would not reforecast PF until 20% complete with a 
particular scope 

• Assumes future Regulatory changes will not impair craft 
productivity 

• Design Reconciliation advantages (e.g. Tekla modeling) 

• Work Process Stream Improvements 

ETC PF of 1.15 to be realized through gradual improvements over 6 
month period 
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Craft Productivity
alysis and reviews performed and consideration given to:

Unit — ability to recognize efficiencies of 2"d unit

Building — congestion, regulatory oversight, engineering
completeness
Discipline — project and industry history

rrent PF = 1.41 (U2 = 2.15, U3 = 1.74, SS = 1.07)
Estimate based on several factors

~ Currently only 12.9% complete with direct construction.
Typically would not reforecast PF until 20% complete with a
particular scope

~ Assumes future Regulatory changes will not impair craft
productivity

~ Design Reconciliation advantages (e.g. Tekla modeling)
~ Work Process Stream Improvements

C PF of 1.15 to be realized through gradual improvements over 6
nth period
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S c h e d u l e  I m p a c t s  E s t i m a t e  S u m m a r y  - $ 2 0 0 7  $M 

J u n e  2 0 1 9  S C D  I m p a c t e d / P a r t i a l l y  A c c e l e r a t e d  C a s e  

I 

Cost A r e a  

I 

I n d i r e c t  C o n s t r u c t i 0 n  L a b o r  

FNM 

S u b c o n t r a c t s  

D i s t r i b u t a  bles 

F N M  Expenses 

C o n s t r u c t i o n  E q u i p m e n t  Fuel 

Total 

Estimate 
Target 

I 

$65.3 

$65.5 

$72.5 

$1.0 

$4.4 

$208.6 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Estimate 

I T&M" 
' ' 

$3.4 

$0.2 

$2.4 

$6.0 
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CB8 I Schedule Impacts Estimate Summary — $2007 SM
June 2019 SCD Impacted/Partially Accelerated Case

RRIIR
Indirect Construction Labor

FNM

Subcontracts

Distributables

FNM Expenses

Construction Equipment Fuel

$65.3

$ 6S.S

$72.5

$ &.0

$4.4

$3.4

$LL2

$2.4

Total $208.6 $6.0
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• E s t i m a t e  i n c l u d e s  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t i o n s  to m i t i g a t e  s c h e d u l e  and 

c o s t  i m p a c t s .  

• P r o j e c t  is a c t i v e l y  p u r s u i n g  o t h e r  i m p r o v e m e n t  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  to 

c o n t r o l  O w n e r / C o n s o r t i u m  c o s t s .  

• T h e  C o n s o r t i u m  EAC t e a m  w i l l  be a v a i l a b l e  to p r o v i d e  a d d i t i o n a l  

s u p p o r t i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  and a n s w e r  q u e s t i o n s  as n e e d e d .  
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Conclusions
~ Estimate includes aggressive actions to mitigate schedule and

cost impacts.

~ Project is actively pursuing other improvement opportunities to
control Owner/Consortium costs.

The Consortium EAC team will be available to provide additional
supporting information and answer questions as needed.
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C h a n g e  O r d e r s  
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Client Change Orders
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Layout Estimate Summary - $2007 $M 

Cost A r e a  

" ' 
l11 , 

Estimate 
Target 

Direct Labor- Site Specific $5.6 

Indirect Construction Labor $1.8 

FNM $2.5 

Direct Subcontracts $5.9 

Indirect Subcontracts $0.4 

Distributables $0.8 

FNM Expenses 

Construction Equipment 
Fuel 

Other Costs $3.4 

Total $20.5 
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Site Layout Estimate Summary - $2007 $ M

Direct La.bor — Site Specific $5.6

Indirect Construction Labor $1.8

FNM

Direct Subcontracts

Indirect Subcontracts

Distributables

FNM Expenses

Construction Equipment
Fuel

Other Costs

$2.5

$S.9

$o.4

$0.8

$3.4

Total $ZO.S

CONFIDENTIAL 33
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...... , 

Confidential 

Site Layout 

• Estimate development incorporated a bottoms up approach 
focused on the engineered quantities. The approach was 
similar to previously provided estimates including: 

• Indirect Craft was developed using crewed approach for 
work items 

• For Example: General site clean-up was based on 
ratios to direct craft as per the As-Sold estimate 
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stimate development incorporated a bottoms up approach
ocused on the engineered quantities. The approach was
milar to previously provided estimates including:
~ Indirect Craft was developed using crewed approach for

work items
~ For Example: General site clean-up was based on

ratios to direct craft as per the As-Sold estimate
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$2007 $M 

' 

' Cost Area T&M 
' ' ' 

lndirectConstructionlabor . $0.1 

FNM $5.6 

Subcontracts 

Distributables 

FNIVI•Expens~s 

$0.2 

$1.0 

Construction Equipment 
Fuel 

Start-Up .Costs 

Other Costs $1.7 

West·inghouse $24.2 

Total $32.8 
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Cyber Security Estimate Summary — $2007 SM

Indirect Construction Labor $ 0.1

FNM

Subcontracts

Distributa bles

FNM Expenses

Construction Equipment
Fuel

Start-Up Costs

Other Costs

Westinghouse

$s.e

$0.2

$ 1.O

$ 1.7

$24.2

Tata I $32.8

CONFIDENTIAL 35

Ccmfidcntial



• The Consortium has identified approximately 180 commodities 

- 71 of the commodities are identified as being CB&I scope 

• There are approximately 49 Standard Plant systems and 22 Site 
Specific commodities that are defined as critical. 

• Direct Labor costs are based on an estimated 500 CDAs. 

• CB&I will support WEC's lead in the development of a Critical 
Digital Asset Tamper Seal procedure (per Section 2.1.3 of the 
TO). 

• CB&I estimates includes impacts associated with the revision and 
implementation of internal procedures 

Initial estimate is a minimum of fifteen (15) procedures will be 
impacted by cyber security requirements 
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Cyber Security

Consortium has identified approximately 180 commodities
1 of the commodities are identified as being CB8 I scope
e are approximately 49 Standard Plant systems and 22 Site

cific commodities that are defined as critical.

ct Labor costs are based on an estimated 500 CI3As.

I will support WEC's lead in the development of a Critical
al Asset Tamper Seal procedure (per Section 2.1.3 of the

I estimates includes impacts associated with the revision and
ementation of internal procedures
nitial estimate is a minimum of fifteen (15) procedures will be
mpacted by cyber security requirements
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T O :  

F R O M :  

O R S  NND R E Q U E S T  F O R M  

S o u t h  C a r o l i n a  E l e c t r i c  a n d  G a s  C o m p a n y  

D o c k e t  No. 2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

P l e a s e  a c k n o w l e d g e  r e c e i p t  o f  r e q u e s t  b y  e m a i l .  

F o r  i n f o r m a t i o n  t h e  C o m p a n y  d e e m s  c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  the C o m p a n y  m u s t :  

1. Inse1t p l a c e h o l d e r s  and s e p a r a t e  t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  from t h e  n o n - c o n f i d e n t i a l  information. 

T h e  p l a c e h o l d e r s  w i l l  a l e r t  t h e  r e a d e r  t h a t  a response c o n t a i n i n g  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  was 

r e m o v e d  a n d  s e n t  s e p a r a t e  from t h e  n o n - c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n ;  

2. M a r k  each p a g e  o f t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  as " C O N F I D E N T I A L "  O n l y  c o n f i d e n t i a l  

p a g e s / i n f o r m a t i o n  should b e  m a r k e d  confidential; 

3. P r o v i d e  a l i s t  o f t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  along w i t h  the t o t a l  n u m b e r  o f  pages f o r  e a c h  

c o n f i d e n t i a l  item on t h e  list. T h e  l i s t  s h o u l d  be provided w i t h  e a c h  copied s e t  o f  c o n f i d e n t i a l  

i n f o r m a t i o n ;  and, 

4. F o r  E A C H  item m a r k e d  " C O N F I D E N T I A L "  s t a t e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  w h y  t h e  i t e m  is c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  

t h e  p e r s o n  w h o  m a d e  the d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  and t h e i r  c o n t a c t  i n f o r m a t i o n  ( t e l e p h o n e  a n d  email). 

A p r i l 2 3 ,  2 0 1 5  

B y r o n  H i n s o n ,  C h a d  B u r g e s s  

G e n e  G. S o u l t  

U T I L I T Y :  

S o u t h  C a r o l i n a  E l e c t r i c  & Gas Company 

PURPOSE: 

Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction Schedule 
Docket No. 2015-103-E 

Follow up on initial AIR submittal 

REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEMS BE PROVIDED BY: 4/30/2015 

REQUEST DESCRIPTION: Additional Questions- Referenced Below: 

1. 4.1- Petition- Paragraph-27-
a. Please provide an exact duplicate of the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&I 

provided to SCE&G. 
b. Please provide a copy of any and all documents supporting the Revised Cash Flow 

Forecast that WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G to include draft Change Orders, etc. 

Response 

For the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G and any and all documents 
provided by WEC/CBI to SCE&G in support of that forecast, please see the response to ORS Audit 
Request# 2, Question #2. · 

2. 4.2- Petition- Paragraph 3 8- Please provide copies of any and all documents where WEC/CB&I 
requests a contract "Change" under Section 9.1 of the EPC Contract associated with the Delay 
and Other EAC Costs totaling 411 Million. 

Response 

1 
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NND REQUEST —GGS-¹-4

ORS NND REQUEST FORM
South Carolina Electric and Gas Company

Docket No. 2015-103-E
Please acknowledge receipt of request by email.

For information the Company deems confidential, the Company must:
l. Insert placeholders and separate the confidential information fiom the non-confidential information.

The placeholders wig alert the reader that a response containing confidential information was
removed and sent separate from the non-confidential information;

2. Mark each page of the confidential information as "CONFIDENTIAL" Only confidential
pages/information should be marked confidential;

3. Provide a list of the confidential information along with the total number of pages for each
confidential iten& on the list. The list should be provided with each copied set of confidential
information; iuid,

4, For KACEI item marked "CONFIDENTIAL" state specifically why tbe item is confidential,
the person who made the determination, and their contact information (telephone and email).

DATE: April 23, 2015

TO: Byron Hinson, Chad Burgess

FROM: Gene G. Soult

UTILITY: South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction Schedule
Docket No. 2015-103-K

PURPOSE: Follow up on initial AIR submittal

RKQUKiST THE FOLLOWING ITEMS BK PROVIDKiD BY: 4/30/2015

REQUEST DESCRIPTION: Additional Questions- Referenceii Below:

1. 4.1- Petition- Paragraph-27-
a. Please provide an exact duplicate of the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&I

provided to SCE&G.
b. Please provide a copy of any and all documents supporting the Revised Cash Flow

Forecast that WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G to include draft Change Orders, etc.

R~es onse

For the Revised Cash Flow Forecast that WEC/CB&I provided to SCE&G and any and all documents
provided by WEC/CBI to SCE&G in support of that forecast, please see the response to ORS Audit
Request ¹ 2, Question ¹2.

2. 4.2- Petition- Paragraph 38- Please provide copies of any and all documents where WEC/CB&I
requests a contract "Change" under Section 9.1 of the EPC Contract associated with the Delay
and Other EAC Costs totaling 411 Million.

~Res ouse

Confidennnl ORS SCEG 01204353



\. 

3. 4.3- Petition- Paragraph-31- Please provide the status and any supporting documentation ofthe 
WEC/CB&I and SCE&G negotiations concerning responsibility for the Delay and other EAC 
Costs totaling 411 Million. 

Thank you, 

Gene G. Soult, ORS, SRA 

2 

Confidential ORS SCEG 01204354 
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3. 4.3- Petition- Paragraph-31- Please provide the status and any supporting documentation of the
WEC/CB&I and SCE&G negotiations concerning responsibility for the Delay and other EAC
Costs totaling 411 Million.

Thank you,

Gene G. Souit, ORS, SRA

Conadennnl ORS SCEG 01204354



NND R E Q U E S T - G C J - 3 

O R S  NND D E P A R T M E N T  R E Q U E S T  F O R M  

S o u t h  C a r o l i n a E l e c t r i c  a n d  G a s  C o m p a n y  

D o c k e t  No. 2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E 

P l e a s e  acl<nowle d g e  r e c e i p t  o f  r e q u e s t  by e m a i l. 

For information t h e  C o m p a n y  d e e m s  c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  t h e  C o m p a n y  m u s t :  

D A T E :  

T O :  

F R O M :  

I. I n s e r t  p l a c e h o l d e r s  a n d  s e p a r a t e  t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  f r o m  t h e  n o n 

c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n .  T h e  p l a c e h o l d e r s  w i l l  a l e r t  t h e  r e a d e r  t h a t  a r e s p o n s e  

c o n t a i n i u g  c o n f i d e n t i a l i n f o r m a t i o n  w a s  r e m o v e d  a n d  s e n t  s e p a r a t e  f r o m  t h e  n o n 

c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n ;  

2 . M a r k  e a c h  p a g e  o f  t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  a s  " C O N F I D E N T l A L . "  O n l y  

c o n f i d e n t i a l  p a g e s / i n f o r m a t i o n  s h o u l d  b e  m a r k e d  c o n f i d e n t i a l ;  a n d ,  

3 . P r o v i d e  a l i s t  o f t h e  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  t o t a l  n u m b e r  o f  p a g e s  f o r  

e a c h  c o n f i d e n t i a l  i t e m  o n  t h e  l i s t .  T h e  l i s t  s h o u l d  b e  p r o v i d e d  w i t h  e a c h  c o p i e d  s e t  o f  

c o n f i d e n t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n ;  a n d  

4. F o r  E A C H i t e m  m a r k e d  " C O N F ID E N T I AL " s t a t e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  w h y  t h e  i t e m  i s  

c o n f i d e n t i a l , t h e  p e r s o n  w h o  m a d e  t h e  d e t e r m i n a t i o n , a n d  t h e i r  c o n t a c t  i n f o t m a t i o n  

( t e l e p h o n e  aJ1d e m a i l ) .  

May 2 2 , 2 0 1 5  

C h a d  B u r g e s s  

c c : B y r o n  H i n s o n ,  J e f f  N e l s o n , S h a n n o n  H u d s o n a n d  A n t h o n y J a m es 

Ga1-y C .  J o n e s  

U T I L I T Y :  S o u t h  C a r o l i n a E l e c t r i c  & G a s  C o m p a n y 

U p d a t e s  a n d  R ev i s i o n s  t o  t h e C a p i t a l C o s t S c h e d u l e a n d  t h e C o n s t r u c t i o n  

S c h e d u l e 

D o c k e t  N o .  2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

PU R P O SE: 

F o l l o w  u p  o n  i n i t i a l  A I R  s u b m i t t a l  

R E Q U E S T  T H E  F O L L O W I N G  I T E M S  B E  P R O V I D E D  BY: M a y  2 9 , 2 0 1 5 

R E Q U E S T  D E S C R I P T I O N :  

I .  l n  y o ur r e s p o n s e  t o  q u e s t i o n  # 6  o f  O R S  N N D  R e q u e s t - G C J - 2  y o u  s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r  o f  

1 . 1 5  w a s  c h o s e n  by t h e  C o n s o r t i u m  a s  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  E A C  a n d  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v a l u e s  t h a t  O R S  h a d  s e e n  

w e r e  a c t u a l  v a l u e s .  H o w e v e r , t h e  p o i n t  o f t h e  q u e s t i o n  is t o  e x p l a i n  h o w  S C E & G  c a n  a c c e p t  a p r o d u c t i v i t y  

f a c t o r  a s  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  E A C  t h a t  r e f l e c t s  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y h i g h e r  l e v e l  o f  p r o d u c t i v i t y  t h a n  h a s  y e t  t o  b e  

oRS sc~o Ot20437d 
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ORS NND REQUEST-GCJ- 3

ORS NND DEPARTMENT REQUEST FORM
South Carolina Electric and Gas Company

Docket No. 2015-103-K
Please acl&uowledge receipt of request by email.

For information the Company deems confidential, the Conipany must:
I Insert placeholders and separate the confidential information fi'om the non-

confidential information. The placeholders will alert the reader that a response
containing confidential information was removed and sent separate from the non-
confidential information;

2. Marlc each page of the confidential information as "CONFIDENTIAL." Only
confidential pages/information should be marked confidential; and,

3. Provide a list of the confidential information along with the total number of'pages for
each confidential item on the list. The list should be provided with each copied sct of
confidential information; and

4. For EACH item mtnked "CONFIDENTIAL" state specifically why the item is
confidential, the person who made the determination, and their contact information
(telephone and email).

DATE: May 22, 2015

TO: Chad Burgess
cc: Byron Hinson, Jeff Nelson, Shannon Hudson and Anthony James

FROM:

UTILITY:

Schedule

PURPOSE:

Gary C. Jones

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
Updates and Revisions to the Capital Cost Schedule and the Construction

Duelist No. 2015-103-E

Follow up on initial AIR submittal

REQULST THK FOLLOWING ITEMS BK PROVIDED BY; May 29, 2015

REQUEST DESCRIPTION:

1, In your response to question ¹6 of ORS NND Request-GCJ-2 you state that the productivity factor of
l. I 5 was chosen by the Consortium as the basis for the EAC and the previous values that ORS had seen
were actual values. Ilowever, the point of the question is to explain how SCE&G can accept a productivity
factor as the basis of the EAC that reflects a significantly higher level of productivity than has yet to be

Conlidcnaxl ORS SCEO 01204374



r e p m t e d  on S l i d e s  143 and 144 o f  t h e  A p r i l  16, 2 0 1 5  P r o j e c t  R e v i e w  M e e t i n g  and d o c u m e n t e d  in t h e  

M e e t i n g  M i n u t e s ,  d a t e d  M a y  8, 2 0 1 5 .  A c a l c u l a t i o n  o f  p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r s  u s i n g  t h e s e  v a l u e s  w o u l d  r e s u l t  

in a p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  t h e  1.15 v a l u e .  P l e a s e  e x p l a i n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  y o u r  

a c c e p t a n c e  o f  t h e  1.15 p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r .  

O R S  S C E G  0 1 2 0 4 3 7 5  
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realized during the previous several months of high levels of construction activity. I call your attention to
the comparison of the cumulative earned construction man-hours vs. the actual expended man-hours that is
reported on Slides 143 and 144 of the April 16, 2015 Project Review Meeting and documented in the
Meeting Minutes, dated May tt, 2015. A calculation of productivity factors using these values would result
in a productivity factor significantly different from the 1.15 value. Please explain the basis of your
acceptance of the 1.15 productivity factor.

Cenfidenual ORS SCEG 01204373



S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  E L E C T R I C  & G A S  C O M P A N Y  

O F F I C E  O F  R E G U L A T O R Y  S T A F F ' S  N N D  R E Q U E S T - G C J - # 3  

D O C K E T  NO. 2 0 1 5 - 1 0 3 - E  

Q U E S T I O N  # 1 :  

I n  y o u r  r e s p o n s e  t o  q u e s t i o n  # 6  o f  O R S  N N D  R e q u e s t - G C J  -2 y o u  s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  

p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r  o f  1 . 1 5  w a s  c h o s e n  b y  t h e  C o n s o r t i u m  a s  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  E A C  

a n d  t h e  p r e v i o u s  v a l u e s  t h a t  O R S  h a d  s e e n  w e r e  a c t u a l  v a l u e s .  H o w e v e r ,  t h e  p o i n t  o f  

t h e  q u e s t i o n  i s  t o  e x p l a i n  h o w  S C E & G  c a n  a c c e p t  a p r o d u c t i v i t y  f a c t o r  a s  t h e  b a s i s  o f  

t h e  E A C  t h a t  r e f l e c t s  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  l e v e l  o f  p r o d u c t i v i t y  t h a n  h a s  y e t  t o  b e  

r e a l i z e d  d u r i n g  t h e  p r e v i o u s  s e v e r a l  m o n t h s  o f  h i g h  l e v e l s  o f  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a c t i v i t y .  I 

c a l l  y o u r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  c o m p a r i s o n  o f  t h e  c u m u l a t i v e  e a r n e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  m a n 

h o u r s  vs. t h e  a c t u a l  e x p e n d e d  m a n - h o u r s  t h a t  i s  r e p o r t e d  o n  S l i d e s  1 4 3  a n d  1 4 4  o f  

t h e  A p r i l  1 6 ,  2 0 1 5  P r o j e c t  R e v i e w  M e e t i n g  a n d  d o c u m e n t e d  i n  t h e  M e e t i n g  M i n u t e s ,  

d a t e d  M a y  8, 2015. A calculation of productivity factors using these values would 
result in a productivity facto1· significantly different from the 1.15 value. Please 
explain the basis of your acceptance of the 1.15 productivity factor. 

Response: 

In their revised EAC Cost forecasts and revised milestone schedule, the 
Consortium represented that it will improve the productivity factor from current 
levels to 1.15. Based upon productivity factors achieved to date on Units 2 and 3, 
SCE&G has had frank discussions with the Consortium about achieving the 
improved productivity factor of 1.15. However, the Company believes that it would 
be speculative to use a different productivity factor and further does not believe it is 
appropriate or in the best interest of SCE&G and its customers to suggest to the 
Consortium that it should not make every effort to meet its commitment to improve 
labor productivity. Consequently, after careful review and analysis as described in 
the prefiled direct testimony of Company Witnesses Marsh, Byrne, Jones, and 
Walker and based upon the information currently available to the Company, 
SCE&G has approved for filing as reasonable and prudent the EAC cost forecast 
recognizing that it includes the improved productivity factor toward which the 
Consortium committed to work to achieve. Based upon SCE&G's careful review and 
analysis, the Company believes the revised milestone schedule and capital cost 
schedule proposed in this case should be approved under the BLRA as the 
anticipated schedules under which to complete Units 2 and 3. 

ORS SCEG 01204376 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GCJ&3

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

UESTION ¹I:

In your response to question ¹6 of ORS NND Request-GCJ-2 you state that the
productivity factor of 1.15 was chosen by the Consortium as the basis for the EAC
and the previous values that ORS had seen were actual values. However, the point of
the question is to explain how SCE&G can accept a productivity factor as the basis of
the EAC that reflects a significantly higher level of productivity than has yet to be
realized during the previous several months of high levels of construction activity. I
call your attention to the comparison of the cumulative earned construction man-
hours vs. the actual expended man-hours that is reported on Slides 143 and 144 of
the April 16, 2015 Project Review Meeting and documented in the Meeting Minutes,
dated May 8, 2015. A calculation of productivity factors using these values would
result in a productivity factor significantly different from the 1.15 value. Please
explain the basis of your acceptance of the 1.15 productivity factor.

«R

In theirrevised EAC Cost forecasts and revised milestone schedule, the
Consortium represented that it will improve the productivity factor from current
levels to 1.15. Based upon productivity factors achieved to date on Units 2 and 3,
SCE&G has had frank discussions with the Consortium about achieving the
improved productivity factor of 1.15. However, the Company believes that it would
be speculative to use a different productivity factor and further does not believe it is
appropriate or in the best interest of SCE&G and its customers to suggest to the
Consortium that it should not make every effort to meet its commitment to improve
labor productivity. Consequently, after careful review and analysis as described in
the prefiled direct testimony of Company Witnesses Marsh, Byrne, Jones, and
Walker and based upon the information currently available to the Company,
SCE&G has approved for filing as reasonable and prudent the EAC cost forecast
recognizing that it includes the improved productivity factor toward which the
Consortium committed to work to achieve. Based upon SCE&G's careful review and
analysis, the Company believes the revised milestone schedule and capital cost
schedule proposed in this case should be approved under the BLRA as the
anticipated schedules under, which to complete Units 2 and 8.

Cnnednnnnl ORS SCEG Or204376



SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY 
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND REQUEST-GCJ-#4 

DOCKET NO. 2015-103-E 

QUESTION #1: 

Please identify, list and describe any and all Delay and Other EAC Costs as 
defined in this filing that have been paid by SCE&G as of this date. 

Response: 

None. The delay costs related to the category designated as Delay and Other 
EAC Cost on Chart A of Ms. Walker's prefiled direct testimony have not yet 
occurred, and, consequently, have not been paid by SCE&G as of this date. 

QUESTION #2: 

Please identify, list and describe any and all Owner's Cost Associated with 
Delay as defined in this filing that have been paid by SCE&G as of this date. 

Response: 

None. The delay costs related to the category designated as Owner's Cost 
Associated with the Delay on Chart A of Ms. Walker's prefiled direct testimony have 
not yet occurred, and, consequently, have not been paid by SCE&G as of this date. 

.. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY
OFFICE OF REGULATORY STAFF'S NND RE UEST-GCJ-¹4

DOCKET NO. 2015-108-E

UESTION ¹I:

Please identify, list, and describe any and all Delay and Other EAC Costs as
defined in this filing that have been paid by SCE&G as of this date,

None. The delay costs related to the category designated as Delay and Other
EAC Cost on Chart A of Ms. Walker's prefiled direct testimony have not yet
occurred, and, consequently, have not been paid by SCE&G as of this date.

UESTION ¹2:

Please identify, list and describe any and all Owner's Cost Associated with
Delay as defined in this filing that have been paid by SCE&G as of this date.

None. The delay costs related to the category designated as Owner's Cost
Associated with the Delay on Chart A of Ms. Walker's prefiled direct testimony have
not yet occurred, and, consequently, have not been paid by SCE&G as of this date.

Cnnsdnnnal ORS SCEO 01204377



D R A F T  S E T I L E M E N T  A G R E E M E N T  I N  S U P P O R T  O F  S C E & G  2 0 1 6 - - E  F I L I N G  

1. Parties to this Settlement Agreement ("SA" ) - ORS, SCE&G with Consortium and Santee Cooper, 

internal agreements, others? 

11. Introduction and Preamble~ On May 26, 2016 South Carolina Electric and. Gas Company 

("SCE&G11 or the ''Company") filed a Petition with the Commission requesting to update the 

Capital Cost Schedule and updated Construction Schedule ("Schedule") for the construction of 

VCS Unit 2 and VCS Unit 3 (the "Units"), located near theirVCS Unit 1 site in Jenkinsville, SC. 

These Units are being built and financed in accordance with South Carolina's Base Load Review 

Act ("BLRA") S.C. Code Ann. § 58-33-270(E) (Supp. 2014). The Office of Regulatory Staff ('10RS") 

has responded to the Company's request by initiating actions to review supporting Company 

documentation, conduct personnel and management interviews, attend briefings, and conduct 

site visits to gain a full understanding of the Petition request. The Company's most recent 

Petition comes on the heels of last year's Docket No. 2015-103-E where the Commission 

approved Order No. 2015-661. Order- 661 allowed the Company's 55% ownership Total Base 

Project Cost {2007$) to increase from the State Supreme Court ruling of $4.096 Billion to $5.247 

(2007$) Billion. The Company's most recent Petition is requesting a change in the Company's 

Tatar Base Project Cost from $5.2478illon to $6.825(2007$) Billion, an increase from the 

Supreme Court ruling base budget ~·$2.73··~ ~I' 5l-'?. B 

Current Status~ 

Since May 6, 2005, represented by Docket No. 2005-83-A, the Company has been before the 

Commission apprising them ofthe need for New Nuclear Development and their plan to accomplish 

this significant challenge. At this point (11 years later), Milestone 133 (Substantial Completion of 

Unit 2} was to be completed by Aprill, 2016. However, both Units are still coming out of the 

ground, as shown in the Company's March 2016 Monthly Meeting Minutes Report which indicated 

the following stats: 

Group %Complete 

Engineering 89% 

Procurement 79.2% 

Construction 24.9% 

Startup 4.7% 

Total Productivity of Direct Iabar 1.83 with a goal of <1.15 

1 
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CONCEPTUAL DRAFT SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT IN SUPPORT OF SCE&G 2016—E FILING

I. Parties to this Settlement Agreement ("SA") -ORS, SCE&G with Consortium and Santee Cooper,
internal agreements, others?

II. Introduction and Preamble - On May 26, 2016 South Carolina Electric and Gas Company
("SCE&G" or the "Company") filed a Petition with the Commission requesting to update the
Capital Cost Schedule and updated Construction Schedule ("Schedule") for the construction of

VCS Unit 2 and VCS Unit 3 (the "Units" ), located near their VCS Unit 1 site in Jenkinsville, SC.

These Units are being built and financed in accordance with South Carolina's Base Load Review

Act ("BLRA") S,C. Code Ann. 9 58-33-270(E) (Supp. 2014). The Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS")

has responded to the Company's request by initiating actions to review supporting Company

documentation, conduct personnel and management interviews, attend briefings, and conduct
site visits to gain a full understanding of the Petition request. The Company's most recent
Petition comes on the heels of last year's Docket No. 2015-103-E where the Commission

approved Order No. 2015-661. Order- 661 allowed the Company's 5596 ownership Total Base

Project Cost (2007$ ) to increase from the State Supreme Court ruling of $4.096 Billion to $5,247

(2007$) Billion. The Company's most recent Petition is requesting a change in the Company's

Total Base project Cost from $5.2478iiion to $6.825(20D7$) Billion, an increase from the
Supreme Court ruling base budget of $2.73 Billion.

Current Status-

Since May 6, 2005, represented by Docket No. 2005-83-A, the Company has been before the
Commission apprising them of the need for New Nuclear Development and their plan to accomplish

this significant challenge. At this point (11 years later), Milestone 133 (Substantial Completion of

Unit 2) was to be completed by April 1, 2016. However, both Units are still coming out of the
ground, as shown in the Company's March 2016 Monthly Meeting Minutes Report which indicated

the following stats:

Group

Engineering

% Complete

89'K

Procurement 79.236

Construction 24.99o

Startup 4.7'otal

Productivity of Direct labor 1.83 with a goal of &1.15



Company's May 31, 2016 Exe. Committee Meeting minutes, Slide 49 indicates 

the Total NND Budget verses Actual Cost is matched at 6.1 Billion compared to the August 2015 

Exe. Committee Meeting minutes, Slide 45, when the Budget was 7.4 Billion and Actual was 5.2 

Billion. 

According t o  ORS, SCE&G Rate 8 Customer using 1,000 kWh per month currently pays about 

$143.67. O f  that, $23.17 o r  about 16.13% o f  the bill is a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  t h e  existing BLRA 

increases. 

According to the Company's response t o  ORS AIR 40~1, the Overnight cost for the Units with the 
Amendment "Fixed Price Option is estimated to be $6,260/kW. This exceeds the EIA projected 

overnight cost comparison for new central station electricity generation for Advance Nuclear by 
$894/kW and makes VCS 2& VCS 3 one of the highest cost base load generation sources. 

Part of the Company's reason for initiating the May 26,2016 Petition includes an October 2015 
Amendment to the Engineering, Procurement and Construction Agreement for the project. As 
mentioned above, ORS has just begun to analyze the impact of the" Amendment". One area of 
concern has been the lack of productivity on site. One attribute of the Amendment was to 

change the management structure on site. Fruor Corporation. was hired to manage the 
Construction of the two Units. The change in management occurred in early January, 2016. 

Fluor has extensive knowledge in large construction projects and a large pool of construction 
resources. ORS had continually questioned the Company on what appeared to be a lack of 
resources on site and the Company's expectation is that Fluor will be able to address this issue. 
However, after several months of effort, manpower is still an issue, and Fluor is now looking at 

additional subcontracts to try and address the lack of qualified resources. 

ORS has also expressed concern ofthe lack of a credible Schedule for the Units The Company's 
May 26, 2016 Petition utilizes the Amendment Guaranteed Substantial Completion Dates 

(SCD's) of August 2019 for Unit 2 and August 2020 for Unit 3. ORS has attended several 
Company sponsored meetings with the Consortium Schedulers to gain a better understanding of 
the Amendment proposed Schedule for the Units. At the root of the proposed Schedule is 30 
"Risk Mitigating Strategies" that are being addressed to help sustain the Schedule. In addition, 
ORS has been informed that the "Fully integrated Resource Loaded Schedule" which is required 
by the Fluor Management Team to fully address the Construction of both Units will not be 

available until the third Quarter, 2016. 

ORS has asked the Company about the status and effectiveness of the current Schedule being 
used to manage the construction, and the Company has pointed us to the "Plan of the Day" that 
includes a variety of information relating to the Schedule and work activities. 

• 2016 Goals Table provide the status of quarterly goals that compares the Schedule 
target date to the actual completion date. These goals are important tasks that lead to 

Major Milestone accomplishments and are tracked on the POD. 
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According to the Company's May 31, 2016 Exe, Committee Meeting minutes, Slide 49 indicates
the Total NND Budget verses Actual Cost is matched at 6.1 Billion compared to the August 2015
Exe. Committee Meeting minutes, Slide 4$, when the Budget was 7.4 Billion and Actual was 3.2
Billion.

According to ORS, SCEgsG Rate 8 Customer using 1,000 kWh per month currently pays about
$143.67. Of that, $23.17 or about 16.13% of the bill is attributable to the existing BLRA

increases.

According to the Company's response to ORS AIR 40-1, the Overnight cost for the Units with the
Amendment "Fixed Price Option is estimated to be $6,260/kW. This exceeds the EIA projected
overnight cost comparison for new central station electricity generation for Advance Nuclear by

$894/kW and makes VCS 2& VCS 3 one of the highest cost base load generation sources.

Part of the Company's reason for initiating the May 26, 2016 Petition inciudes an October 2013
Amendment to the Engineering, procurement and Construction Agreement for the project. As

mentioned above, ORS has just begun to analyze the impact of the "Amendment". One area of
concern has been the lack of productivity on site. One attribute of the Amendment was to
change the management structure on site. Fluor Corporation.was hired to manage the
Construction of the two Units. The change in management occurred in early ianuary, 2016.

Floor has extensive knowledge in large construction projects and a large poof of construction
resources. ORS had continually questioned the Company on what appeared to be a lack of
resources on site and the Compam/s expectation is that Floor will be able to address this issue.

However, after several months of effort, manpower is still an issue, and Fluor is now looking at
additional subcontracts to try and address the lack of qualified resources.

ORS has also expressed concern of the lack of a credible Schedule for the Units The Company's

May 26, 2016 Petition utilizes the Amendment Guaranteed Substantial Completion Dates

(SCD's} of August 2019 for Unit 2 and August 2020 for Unit 3. ORS has attended several

Company sponsored meetings with the Consortium Schedulers to gain a better understanding of
the Amendment proposed Schedule for the Units. At the root of the proposed Schedule is 30
"Risk Mitigating Strategies" that are being addressed to help sustain the Schedule. In addition,

ORS has been informed that the "Fully integrated Resource Loaded Schedule" which is required

by the Fluor Management Team to fully address the Construction of both Units will not be

available until the third Quarter, 2016.

ORS has asked the Company about the status and effectiveness of the current Schedule being

used to manage the construction, and the Company has pointed us to the "Plan of the Day" that
includes a variety of information relating to the Schedule and work activities.

~ 2016 Goals Table provide the status of quarterly goals that compares the Schedule

target date to the actualcompletion date. These goals are important tasks that lead to
Major Milestone accomplishments and are tracked on the POD.



o 9 T a r g e t  d a t e s  w e r e  i d e n t i f i e d  t o  b e  c o m p l e t e d  i n  t h e  1st Q u a r t e r  2 0 1 6 .  O n l y  1 

t a r g e t  was actually completed w i t h i n  t h e  t a r g e t  date. M~ 'ts ~ fQ1.0ib ~~ 
o 10 Target dates were established to be completed in the 2nd Quarter 2016, to 

date (6/8/16) none have been completed within the Target Date. f..\~~ c.~ c~ 
Unit 2&3 T+l Significant Milestone Variance Tracking- ~~ ~'WI: • 

o 26- U2 Milestones are tracking negative variance from last week ~~~ ~{-~~ 
o 2 -U3 Milestones are tracking negative variance from last week 

• Schedule Mitigation Strategies- tracks a number of the "Risk strategies that link to those 
mentioned above. Three main issues identified in the mitigation efforts are: 

o Engineering 

o Material needs 

o Manpower 

• Procurement- at present 87 line items are being tracked' on the POD. Tremendous 

effort has been applied in this area by site management. ORS has asked the Company to 
measure the impact of not having material on site in time to meet the work activity. 

This data does not appear to be available at this time. 

• Emergent Issues/Action Items list is provided. In general the list contains program 

issues, vendor issues, and engineering items that need special attention. 

The Company's May 5, 2016 monthly Project key Dates Overview report indicates the SCD for 

U2 has a minus 150 days from the target date of May 6,. 2019 

NRC Variable-

ORS routinely reviews NRC Correspondence, monitors NRC Weekly Public Meeting notifications 

and reviews licensing information between the Consortium, the Company, and the NRC. The 

Company maintains a good working relationship between all participants and is held responsible 

for their COL by the NRC. As a Regulator of Nuclear Safety, the NRC is not sensitive to the cost or 

schedut·e of the project. There are over 140 License Amendment Requests, not including 

Departures and other correspondence. Also, a number of open issues exist on the 

design/operation of the AP 1000, including 875 ITAAC inspections per unit that could result in 

unmanageable delays. 

ORS has observed several conflicts in the Company's ability to manage the obstacles that stand 
in the way of fully staffing the required Licensed Operators needed for both units to meet the 

Agreement SCD's. The resolution of many of these issues reside within the NRC bounds, and the 

Company's ability to attract and maintain candidates capable of passing the exams when an 

actual operating unit is not available in time to meet the NRC robust and time constrained exam 

requirements. 

Another variable that is difficult to factor in to the Schedule is the impact of a fully digital control 

system that must conform to the nuclear defense in depth verification and testing requirements 

while incorporating the latest cyber security scrutiny. 
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o 9 Target dates were identified to be completed in the 1" Quarter 2016. Only 1

target was actually completed within the target date.
o 10 Target dates were established to be completed in the 2"4 Quarter 2016, to

date (6/8/16} none have been completed within the Target Date. H~ xe
e Unit 2lk3 7+1 Significant Milestone Variance Tracking- '2Cs 2CI ttt

o 26- U2 Milestones are tracking negative variance from last week I

o 2 -U3 Milestones are tracking negative variance from last week
~ Schedule Mitigation Strategies- tracks a number of the "Risk strategies that link to those

mentioned above. Three main issues identified in the mitigation efforts are:

o Engineering

o Material needs
o Manpower

~ Procurement- at present 87 line items are being tracked on the POD. Tremendous
effort has been applied in this area by site management. ORS has asked the Company to
measure the impact of not having material on site in time to meet the work activity.

This data does not appear to be available at this time.
~ Emergent issues/Action Items list is provided. In general the list contains program

issues, vendor issues, and engineering items that need special attention.

The Company's May 5, 2016 monthly Project key Dates Overview report indicates the SCD for
U2 has a minus 150 days from the target date of May 6, 2019

NRC Varia ble-

ORS routinely reviews NRC Correspondence, monitors NRC Weekly Public Meeting notifications

and reviews licensing information between the Consortium, the Company, and the NRC, The

Company maintains a good working relationship between all participants and is held responsible
for their COL by the NRC. As a Regulator of Nuclear Safety, the NRC is not sensitive to the cost or
schedule of the project. There are over 140 License Amendment Requests, not including

Departures and other correspondence. Also, a number of open issues exist on the
design/operation of the AP 1000, including 875 ITAAC inspections per unit that could result in

unmanageable delays.

ORS has observed several conflicts in the Company's ability to manage the obstacles that stand
in the way of fully staffing the required Licensed Operators needed for both units to meet the
Agreement SCD's. The resolution of many of these issues reside within the NRC bounds, and the
Company's ability to attract and maintain candidates capable of passing the exams when an

actual operating unit is not available in time to meet the NRC robust and time constrained exam

require ments.

Another variable that is difficult to factor in to the Schedule is the impact of a fully digital control

system that must conform to the nuclear defense in depth verification and testing requirements
while incorporating the latest cyber secudity scrutiny.



N u c l e a r  P l a n t  I n f l u e n c e -

F e b r u a r y  2 8 ,  2 0 1 6 - SCE&G s u b m i t t e d  t h e i r  a n n u a i i R P  u p d a t e .  As p a r t  o f  t h e  u p d a t e ,  M c M e e k i n  

U n i t s  1 & 2  w e r e  e v a l u a t e d  f o r  c o n t i n u e d  o p e r a t i o n  u t i l i z i n g  N a t u r a l  Gas b e y o n d  t h e  p r e v i o u s  

r e t i r e m e n t  l i m i t s  e s t a b l i s h e d  d u e  t o  t h e  M a t s  Rule (a m a t c h i n g  u p  w i t h  c o m m e r c i a l i z a t i o n  o f t h e  

N e w  U n i t s .  T h e  C o m p a n y ' s  " n e t  p r e s e n t  v a l u e "  l e a s t  c o s t  o p t i o n  p r o v e d  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h e  

M c M e e k i n  U n i t s  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  n e a r  f u t u r e .  T h e  M c M e e k i n  u n i t s  a r e  c a p a b l e  o f  p r o v i d i n g  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2 7 0  M W ' s  o f  Base l o a d  G e n e r a t i o n .  

M a y  1 2 ,  2 0 1 6 - C o n t i n u e d  o p e r a t i o n  o f  F o r t  C a l h o u n  S t a t i o n  {FCS) i s  n o t  i n  t h e  l o n g - t e r m  

f i n a n c i a l  b e s t  i n t e r e s t s  o f  OPPO o r  I t s  c u s t o m e r - o w n e r s .  T h a t ' s  w h a t  P r e s i d e n t  a n d  CEO T i m  

B u r k e  t o l d  t h e  b o a r d  o f  d i r e c t o r s  a t  t o d a y ' s  m o n t h l y  m e e t i n g ,  m a k i n g  a r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  f r o m  

s e n i o r  m a n a g e m e n t  t h a t  t h e  u t i l i t y  w i l l  cease t h e  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  e l e c t r i c i t y  a t  FCS b y  t h e  e n d  o f  

2 0 1 6  a n d  b e g i n  d e c o m m i s s i o n i n g .  

T h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  c a m e  a f t e r  a t h o r o u g h  r e v i e w  o f  OPPD's r e s o u r c e  p l a n n i n g  e f f o r t s .  T h e  

b o a r d  w i l t  r e v i e w  t h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  and is a n t i c i p a t e d  t o  v o t e  o n  i t  a t  t h e  J u n e  1 6  b o a r d  

m e e t i n g .  I f  t h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  i s  a p p r o v e d ,  OPPD p r o p o s e s  n o  g e n e r a l  r a t e  i n c r e a s e s  t h r o u g h  

2 0 2 1 .  

C h a i r m a n  M l c k  M i n e s  a s k e d  f o r  p o t e n t i a l  s c e n a r i o s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  f u t u r e  r e s o u r c e  p o r t f o l i o  a t  

t h e  A p r i l l 4  b o a r d  m e e t i n g  a n d  d i r e c t e d  s e n i o r  m a n a g e m e n t  t o  p r o v i d e  a r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  a t  

t h e  M a y  b o a r d  m e e t i n g .  

T h e  r e q u e s t  w a s  p r o m p t e d ,  i n  p a r t ,  b y  d y n a m i c  a n d  r a p i d  c h a n g e s  t h a t  a r e  t a k i n g  p l a c e  i n  t h e  

i n d u s t r y .  T h e  r e q u e s t  a l s o  b u i l d s  o n  t h e  success o f  t h e  2 0 1 4  r e s o u r c e  g e n e r a t i o n  p l a n  t h a t  l e d  t o  

a b o l d  r e f o r m  o f  OPPD's g e n e r a t i o n  p o r t f o l i o .  OPPD's m i s s i o n  i s  t o  p r o v i d e  a f f o r d a b l e ,  r e l i a b l e  

a n d  e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y  s e n s i t i v e  e n e r g y  s e r v i c e s  t o  o u r  c u s t o m e r s .  

" T h e  e c o n o m i c  a n a l y s is c l e a r l y  s h o w s  t h a t  c o n t i n u e d  o p e r a t i o n  o f  F o r t  Ca l h o u n  N u c l e a r  

S t a t i o n  i s  n o t  f i n a n c i a l l y  sustainable,~ Burke told the board. "The analysis considered 

market conditions, economies of scale and the proposed Clean Power Plan." 

May 17, 2016 EIA early released their 2016 Annual Energy Outlook. Key updates included: 

EPA's final CPP, Updated renewable costs, Extension of the Production Tax Credit for Wind and 

30% investment tax credit for solar. Two cases were studied. The following "take-away" will 

likely effect the electric generation market going forward: 

• Reductions in energy intensity largely offset impact of GDP, leading to 

slow projected growth in energy use (slide 10) 

• U.S. energy production outstrips consumption, making the U.S. a net 

energy exporter (slide 12} 

• C02 Emissions are lower in reference case even without CPP (slide 13). 
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Outside New Nuclear Plant Influence-

February 28, 2016- SCE&G submitted their annual IRP update. As part of the update, McMeekin

Units 1 &2 were evaluated for continued operation utilizing Natural Gas beyond the previous

retirement limits established due to the Mats Rule (a matching up with commercialization of the
New Units. The Company's "net present value" least cost option proved to maintain the
McMeekln Units available for the near future. The McMeekin units are capable of providing

approximately 270 MW's of Base load Generation.

May 12, 2016- Continued operation of Fort Calhoun Station (FCS) is not in the long-term

financial best interests of OPPD or its customer-owners. That's what President and CEO Tim

Burke told the board of directors at today's monthly meeting, making a recommendation from

senior management that the utility will cease the generation of electricity at FCS by the end of
2016 and begin decommissioning,

The recommendation came after a thorough review of OPPD's resource planning efforts. The

board will review the recommendation and is anticipated to vote on it at the June 16 board

meeting. If the recommendation is approved, OPPD proposes no general rate increases through
2021.

Chairman Mick Mines asked for potential scenarios regarding the future resource portfolio at
the April 14 board meeting and directed senior management to provide a recommendation at
the May board meeting.

The request was prompted, in part, by dynamic and rapid changes that are taking place in the
industry. The request also builds on the success of the 2014 resource generation plan that led to
a bold reform of OPPD's generation portfolio. OPPD's mission is to provide affordable, reliable

and environmentally sensitive energy services to our customers.

"The economic analysis clearly shows that continued operation of Fort Calhoun Nuclear

Station is not financially sustainable," Burke told the board. The analysis considered

market conditions, economies of scale and the proposed Clean Power Plan."

May 17, 2016 EIA early released their 2016 Annual Energy Outlook. Key updates included:

EPA's final CPP, Updated renewable costs, Extension of the Production Tax Credit for Wind and

3036 investment tax credit for solar. Two cases were studied. The following "take-away" will

likely effect the electric generation market going forward:

~ Reductions in energy intensity largely offset impact of GDP, leading to
slow projected growth in energy use (slide 10)

~ U.S. energy production outstrips consumption, making the U.S. a net

energy exporter (slide 12j

~ CO2 Emissions are lower in reference case even without CPP (slide 13).



P r o d u c t i v i t y  i m p r o v e m e n t s  a r e  m a i n  d r i v e r  o f  GOP 

• E l e c t r i c i t y  use e x p e c t e d  to grow but the rate slows over time Electricity 

sales grow 0.7%/yr.{2015-2040)(slide 17-18) 

• Industrial activity bolsters growth in projected etectr'idty consumption 

• Nuclear levels remain flat throughout the projection, with new units 

offsetting retirements (slide 22) 

• Natural gas generation falls through 2021. both gas and renewable 

generation surpass coal by 2030 (reference case) (slide 24) 

• Electricity prices increase with rising fuel costs and expenditures (slide 

35). Natural Gas ptices projected to remain below $5./mbtu with or 

withoutCPP 

• Despite 1.1% average annual growth in commercial floor space from 

2015-2040- energy intensity decreases 0.5%/year (reference case) due 

to improved efficiency standard requirements. 

ORS participated in the SC CPP Coalition and Data Team evaluation. As part of this work 

all electric generation resources within the State were evaluated for their potential. 

impact on the CPP. The Columbia Energy Combined Cycle Plant was part of this 

evaluation and it was noted that the Plant is capable of generating 606 MW's of base 

load generation. However the plant was only dispatched less than 2.0% of the evaluated 

period for 2012. LS Power purchased this facility from Calpine Energy as part of their 

wholesale energy market strategy. 

Summarizing the above, after 11 years of physically and financially supporting New Nuclear 

Development of the VCS 2 & VCS 3 units they are far from being complete, with the combined 

unit construction progress of only 29%; and the Capital expenditures already exceeding the 

Company's original budgeted amount. The lack of productivity, accompanied with a "first of 

kind" NRC influenced technology, coupled with the lower skilled labor market and construction 

material issues leaves ORS very concerned about the Company's ability to complete both units 

within their GSD's. ORS believes that a without a significant change, neither unit will be able to 

complete in time to . Therefore, ORS Is seeking a 

Settlement Agreement ("SA") utilizi the below "Eiements1
' as a platform for discussion. 

J·""M ~ ~u., ~ - ~ ~ U2-
~1;t . 

Ill. Elements of Settlement Proposal- ORS is charged with representing the public interest of South 

Carolina In utility regulation by balancing the concerns of the using and consuming public, the financial 

integrity of the utilities and the economic development of South Carolina. Certainly SCE&G's NNO 

Project has the ability to influence each part of the ORS mission. However, the execution of the October 

2015 Amendment to the Company's EPC Contract does not lend itself to a clear and auditable path that 

ensues the consumer is receiving the most value for their hard earned dollars. In addition, adhering to 

"First of Kind" construction schedules is fraught with unknowns, especially in a heavily regulated 

environment. Given the early stages of the Amendment implementation, ORS has witnessed a better 
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~ Productivity improvements are main driver of GDP

~ Electricity use expected to grow but the rate slows over time Electricity

sales grow 0.79f/yr.(2015-2040)(slide 17-18)

~ Industrial activity bolsters growth in projected electricity consumption
~ Nuclear levels remain Rat throughout the projection, with new units

offsetting retirements (slide 22)

~ Natural gas generation falls through 2021, both gas and renewable

generation surpass coal by 2030 (reference case) (slide 24)

~ Electricity prices increase with rising fuel costs and expenditures (slide

35). Natural Gas prices projected to remain below 55./mbtu with or
without CPP

~ Despite 1 1SI average annual growth in commercial floor space from
2015-2040- energy intensity decreases 0.5%/year (reference case) due

to improved efficiency standard requirements.

ORS participated in the SC CPP Coalition and Data Team evaluation. As part of this work

all electric generation resources within the State were evaluated for their potential

impact on the CPP. The Columbia Energy Combined Cycle Plant was part of this

evaluation and it was noted that the Plant is capable of generating 606 MW's of base
load generation. However the plant was only dispatched less than 2.0SE of the evaluated

period for 2012. LS Power purchased this facility from Calpine Energy as part of their
wholesale energy market strategy.

Summarizing the above, after 11 years of physically and financially supporting New Nuclear

Development of the VCS 2 gt VCS 3 units they are far from being complete, with the combined
unit construction progress of only 2930; and the Capital expenditures already exceeding the
Company's original budgeted amount, The lack of productivity, accompanied with a "first of
kind" NRC influenced technology, coupled with the lowerskilled labor market and construction
material issues leaves ORS very concerned about the Company's ability to complete both units
within their GSD's. ORS believes that a without a significant change, neither unit will be able to
complete in time to . Therefore, ORS is seeking a

Settlement Agreement ("SA") utilizi the below "Elements" as a platform for discussion.

Rl. Elements of Settlement Proposal- ORS is charged with representing the public interest of South

Carolina In utility regulation by balancing the concerns of the using and consuming public, the financial

integrity of the utilities and the economic development of South Carolina. Certainly SCE&G's NND

project has the ability to influence each part of the ORS mission. However, the execution of the October
2015 Amendment to the Company's EPC Contract does not fend itself to a clear and auditable path that
ensues the consumer is receiving the most value for their hard earned dollars. In addition, adhering to
"First of Kind" construction schedules is fraught with unknowns, especially in a heavily regulated
environment. Given the early stages of the Amendment implementation, ORS has witnessed a better



r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  t h e  C o m p a n y  a n d  t h e i r  n e w l y  f o r m e d  C o n s o r t i u m  P a r t n e r .  H o w e v e r ,  t h e  r a t e  o f  

p r o d u c t i v i t y  improvement appears t o  be slow and t h e  fact t h a t  a f u l l y  integrated schedule is still months 

away leads ORS to believe t h a t  i t  is premature t o  f u l l y  support t h e  Company's May 26, 2016 Petition. In 

a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  combined 29% completion status o f  t h e  construction o f  both units a f t e r  a 11 year period 

leads ORS t o  believe t h a t  the Company's c u r r e n t  construction path w i l l  result in VCS U2 & U3 exceeding. ~ 
1 

the proposed SCD's and jeopardize the ability for either unit to meet the current Production Tax Credit{ ~::t ~>ll.~ 
deadline of December 31, 20f-

0
Therefore, ORS proposes to explore the following bulleted points of ~ • 

interest with the Company to determine if a Settlement Agreement might produce a more productive, 
consumer sensitive path forward. 

• The Company and Consortium agree to a Guaranteed Substantial Completion Date/Substantial 

Completion Date ("GSCD/SCD") for VCS Unit 2 by December 1, 2020, to coincide with achieving 
the Production Tax Credits ("PTC") for unit 2. 

2, • The Company and Consortium agree to immediately suspend construction activities on U3 until 

J 
VCS U2 completes Milestone 133 (SCD). 

• The Company and Consortium identify the cost associated with suspending U3 Construction and 
provide a report to ORS within 45 days of approval of SA. 

• The Company and Consortium establish a fully integrated resource loaded schedule with 

achievable manpower hours that includes. accurate commodities available on site in time for 

.t." ~ \. work package development validating the completion of VCS U2 prior to December 1, 2020. 

• -:J · • The Company and Consortium develop and implement Productivity Measures that accurately 

' \(7 

~ 

a 
( 

' ' • depict the progress of work measured against planned (scheduled) vs. actual for each discipline 

'jhat can be compared with the Fully Integrated Project Schedule validating the U2 SCD. The ,. 
Company will review the results monthly with ORS. 

• The Company and Consortium develop a tracking system that ensures all design and field 

changes are incorporated into U3 design documents and provide the ongoing status to ORS. 

• The Company and ORS agree that the U2 PTC's will be used as a funding mechanism to complete 

U3, once U2 achieves Milestone 133. 

• The Company agrees to provide an auditable path that includes actual work 

performed/equipment purchased documentation for the five (5), $100,000,000.00 payments \ ~ l.o 
described on Pg. 4 Step 12 of the Amendment. 

~ The Company and Consortium agree to remove Pg. 4, step 1Q from the final EPC contract 

amendment. 

) 0 • The Company and Consortium agree to readjust the LD's and Equipment Warranties to reflect 

the U3 Construction delay and provide the necessary documentation for ORS to validate any 

cost changes. 

IV. Miscellaneous-

• ORS still needs to determine the appropriateness ofthe charges requested in this 

petition and how they should be addressed 
)• ) 

G 11VL£ 17\.v+ (:<.A 1. 6.1 G 
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relationship between the Company and their newly formed Consortium Partner. However, the rate of
productivity improvement appears to be slow and the fact that a fully integrated schedule is still months
away leads ORS to believe that it is premature to fully support the Company's May 26, 2016 Petition. In

addition, the combined 2996 completion status of the construction of both units after a 11 year period
leads ORS to believe that the Company's current construction path will result in VCS U2 & U3 exceeding &. „
the proposed SCD's and jeopardize the ability for either unit to meet the current production Tax Credit( ~4&~
deadline of December 31, 20$ Therefore, ORS proposes to explore the following bulleted points of
interest with the Company to determine if a Settlement Agreement might produce a more productive,
consumer sensitive path forward.

IjtX
/Q5 ~

3

L,j

/0

~ The Coinpany and Consortium agree to a Guaranteed Substantial Completion Date/Substantial

Completion Date ("GSCD/SCD") for VCS Unit 2 by December 1, 2020, to coincide with achieving
the Production Tax Credits ("PTC') for unit 2,

~ The Company and Consortium agree to immediately suspend construction activities on U3 until

VCS U2 completes Milestone 133 (SCD).

~ The Company and Consortium identify the cost associated with suspending U3 Construction and

provide a report to ORS within 4S days of approval of SA.

e The Company and Consortium establish a fully integrated resource loaded schedule with

achievable manpower hours that includes ac«urate commodities available on site in time for

gQ work package development validating the completion of VCS U2 prior to December 1, 2020.
~ The Company and Consortium develop and implement Productivity Measures that accurately

depict the progress of work measured against planned (scheduled) vs. actual for each discipline
';that can be compared with the Fully integrated project Schedule vaiidating the U2 SCD. The

Company will review the results monthly with ORS.

~ The Company and Consortium develop a tracking system that ensures all design and field

changes are incorporated into U3 design documents and provide the ongoing status to 0 RS.

The Company and ORS agree that the U2 PTC's will be used as a funding mechanism to complete
U3, once U2 achieves Milestone 133,

~ The Company agrees to provide an auditable path that includes actual work

performed/equipment purchased documentation for the five (S), 9100,000,000.00 payments (
'ftzsss /rs

described on Pg. 4 Step 12 of the Amendment.
~ The Company and Consortium agree to remove Pg. 4, step 10 from the final EPC contract

amendment.
e The Company and Consortium agree to readjust the LD's and Equipment Warranties to reflect

the U3 Construction delay and provide the necessary documentation for ORS to validate any

cost changes.

IV. Miscellaneous-

~ ORS still needs to determine the appropiiateness of the charges requested in this

petition and how they should be addressed
) 0

E~/I, (.f (

~'/t A~& C r~ ~& Wr ~
P~~ aA!Y~ ~~



m a y  n e e d  t o  p r o p o s e  an a c c e p t a b l e  t r a n s i t i o n  if the above path Is 

followed, to include if there are periodic updates that would be provided to the 

Commission by the Company (perhaps combine with their annual filing) 
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GJ Notes 000696

~ ORS/Company may need to propose an acceptable transition if the above path is

followed, to include if there are periodic updates that would be provided to the
Commission by the Company (perhaps combine with their annual filing)



T H E  P U B L I C  S E R V I C E  C O M M I S S I O N  

O F  

S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  

D O C K E T  N O S .  2 0 1 7 - 2 0 7 - E ,  2 0 1 7 - 3 0 5 - E ,  A N D  2 0 1 7 - 3 7 0 - E 

In Re: Friends of the Earth and Sierra Club, 
Complainants/Petitioners v. South Carolina 
Electric & Gas Company, 
Defendant/Respondent 

In Re: Request of the Office of Regulatory 
Staff for Rate Relief to South Carolina 
Electlic & Gas Company's Rates Pursuant to 
S.C. Code Ann. § 58-27-920 

In Re: JointApplication and Petition of South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Company and 
Dominion Energy, Inc., for review and 
approval of a proposed business combination 
between SCANA Corporation and Dominio11 
Energy, Inc., as may be required, and for a 
prudency determination regarding the 
abandonment of the V.C. Summer Units 2 & 
3 Project and associated customer benefits 
and cost recovery plan. 

ORS'S ANSWERS TO FIRST SET OF 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION, SECOND 

SET OF INTEROGATORIES, AND 
SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

(AMENDED) 

TO: ATTORNEYS FOR SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS TO THE REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS BELOW 

1. The South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS"? objects to the requests for admission 

because they purport to require the identification of a "responsible person" in response to each 

request for admission. Rule 36 of the SCRCP does not require a party to identify a "responsible 

person" in response to enoh request for admission. 

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries, 

related entities" and fonner directors and former employees as unwarranted and beyond the 

discovery obligations oftbe SCRCP. 
! 
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NOS. 2017-207-K, 2017-305-E, AND 2017-370-E

In Re: Friends of the Earth and Sierra Club,
Complainants/Petitioners v. South Carolina
Electric & Gas Company,
Defendant/Respondent

In Re: Request of the Office of Regulatory
Staff for Rate Relief to South Carolina
Electric & Gas Company's Rates Pursuant to
S.C. Code Ann. tj 58-27-920

In Re: Joint Application and Petition ofSouth
Carolina Electric & Gas Company and
Dominion Energy, Inc., for review and
approval of a proposed business combination
between SCANA Corporation and Dominion
Energy, Inc., as may be required, and for a
prudency determination regarding the
abandonment of the V,C, Summer Units 2 &
3 Project and associated customer benefits
and cost recovery plan.

ORS'S ANSWERS TO FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION, SECOND

SKT OF INTEROGATORIES, AND
SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

(AMENDED)

TO; ATTORNEYS FOR SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS COMPANY:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS TO THE RE UKSTS FOR ADMISSIONS BELOAV

I. The South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS'") objects to the requests for admission

because they purport to require the identification of a "responsible person" in response to each

request for admission, Rule 36 of the SCRCP does not require a party to identify a "responsible

person" in response to each request for admission,

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries,

related entities" and former directors and former employees as unwarranted and beyond the

discovery obligations of the SCRCP.
I

I



ORS o b j e c t s  to the r e q u e s t s  f o r  a d m i s s i o n  b e c a u s e  t h e y  d e m a n d  a r e s p o n s e  w i t h i n  2 0  days 

o f  s e r v i c e .  C o m m i s s i o n  r e g u l a t i o n s  do n o t  r e f e r e n c e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  a d m i s s i o n ,  t h u s ,  r e q u e s t s  f o r  

a d m i s s i o n  a r e  g o v e r n e d  b y  S C R C P  3 6 ,  w h i c h  p e r m i t  3 0  days to r e s p o n d .  

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

Reguest for Admission 1-1: Admit that during August 2015, you were aware that Bechtel 

was assessing the NND Project. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-1; Denied. 

Reguest for Admission 1-2; Admit that during September 2015, you were aware that Bechtel 

was conducting an assessment of the NND Project. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-2: Denied. 

Reguest for Admission 1-3; Admit that you knew about the existence of the 2015 Bechtel 

Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-3: Denied. 

Reguest for Admission 1-4; Admit that you had been informed of some or all of the findings 

set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-4: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the phrase "some or all of the findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer 

the request because it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission 

is for knowledge of some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Regyest for Admission 1-5: Admit that you knew about the existence of the 2016 Bechtel 

Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Regyest for Admission 1-5: Denied. 
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3. The ORS objects to the requests for admission because they demand a response within 20 days

of service. Commission regulations do not reference requests for admission, thus, requests for

admission are governed by SCRCP 36, which permit 30 days to respond.

RESPONSES TO RK UESTS FOR ADMISSION

e ue or i ': Admit that during August 2015, you were aware that Bechtel

was assessing the NND Project.

on e e for i si -I'enied.

et 'ss' Admit that during September 2015, you were aware that Bechtel

was conducting an assessment of the NND Project.

es o etc uestf dmis i - 'Denied.

d 'o - Admit that you knew about the existence of the 2015 Bechtel

Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

nse t e e t fo A issio -3: Denied.

est for d 'on I- 'dmit that you had been informed of some or all of the findings

set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

R ons e t for issio -4: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the phrase "some or all of the findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer

the request because it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission

is for knowledge of some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report.

e for mi '5: Admit that you knew about the existence of the 2016 Bechtel

Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

Re ense o e est for is io -5: Denied.



for A d m i s s i o n  1-6: Admit that you knew about some or all of the findings set forth 

in 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-6; ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the phrase "some or all of the findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer 

the request because it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission 

is for knowledge of some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Request for Admission 1-7: Admit that you were aware of each of the challenges to the NND 

Project that are set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND 

Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-7: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the phrase "each of the challenges" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the 

request beeause-it-is-not-clear-what "challenges" the request refers to and whether the admission is 

for awareness of some or all of such "challenges." Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Request for Admission 1-8: Admit that Santee Cooper informed you about the existence of 

the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-8: Denied. 

Request for Admission 1-9; Admit that Santee Cooper informed you of the findings set forth 

in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-9: Denied. 

Request for Admission 1-10; Admit that Santee Cooper informed you about the existence of 

the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-10: Denied. 
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e st f r i 'o 1-: Admit that you 1cnew about some or all of the findings set forth

in 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

es se u f 'on - ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the phrase "some or all of the findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer

the request because it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission

is for knowledge of soine or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report.

e st f mi 'o - 'dmit that you were aware of each of the challenges to the NND

Project that are set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND

Update Docket.

ns o e stf sio 1-7: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the phrase "each of the challenges" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the

request because-it-is-not-clear-what "challenges" the request refers to and whether the admission is

for awareness of some or all of such "challenges." Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report.

t fo i '- 'dmit that Santee Cooper informed you about the existence of

the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

s se o eu tf 'o 1-S: Denied.

e u t f A mi 'o - 'dmit that Santee Cooper informed you of the findings set forth

in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

R o d 'ssi 1- Denied.

ue or d 'ssi 1-10'dmit that Santee Cooper informed you about the existence of

the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

s f r 'ssio - Denied.



for Admission 1-11: Admit that Santee Cooper informed you of the findings set forth 

in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-11: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because 

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of 

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Reguest for Admission 1-12; Admit that ECSC informed you about the existence of the 

2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-12: Denied. 

Request for Admission 1-13; Admit that ECSC informed you of the findings set forth in the 

2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-13; ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because 

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of 

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Regpest for Admission 1-14: Admit that ECSC informed you about the existence of the 2016 

Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Reqpest for Admission 1-14: Denied. 

Reguest for Admission 1-15: Admit that ECSC informed you of the findings set forth in the 

2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-15: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because 
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Admit that Santee Cooper informed you of the findings set forth

in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

e t e e for Ad i s'-1: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the term "findings" is vague, ainbiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report.

uest f dm'on 1-12 Admit that ECSC informed you about the existence of the

2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

es n es r 'on 1- 'enied.

e ue sio - Admit that ECSC informed you of the findings set forth in the

2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

R o e e e t fo ' 1-1 'RS objects to this Request for Admission because

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for inforination of

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report.

R est or mi '14: Admit that ECSC informed you about the existence of the 2016

Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

s on 1- 'enied.

e ue A 'ssio - 5: Admit that ECSC informed you of the findings set forth in the

2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

e to ue r Ad 'io -1: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because



" f i n d i n g s "  t h e  r e q u e s t  r e f e r s  to and w h e t h e r  t h e  a d m i s s i o n  i s  for i n f o r m a t i o n  o f  

s o m e  o r  all o f  s u c h  findings. D e n i e d  as to t h e  2016 B e c h t e l  Report. 

Request for Admission 1-16; Admit that Central Electric informed you about the existence of 

the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-16: Denied. 

Request for Admission 1-17: Admit that Central Electric informed you of the findings set 

forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-17: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because 

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of 

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Request for Admission 1-18; Admit that Central Electric informed you about the existence of 

the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-18: Denied. 

Request for Admission 1-19: Admit that Central Electric informed you of the findings set 

forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-19; ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. QRS cannot answer the request because 

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of 

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Request for Admission 1-20: Admit that that at SCE&G's request, you were reviewed and 

proposed changes to a draft of the BLRA before it was introduced before the General Assembly 

of the State of South Carolina. 
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it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Beohtel Report.

e u t dmis '- Admit that Central Electric informed you about the existence of

the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

e fo dmissi -1: Denied.

est for is i -1 Admit that Central Electric informed you of the iindings set

forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

e to st 'ssion -1 ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the term "findings" is vague, ambiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for inforination of

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2015 Bechtel Report.

Re ue f r Admi ' - Admit that Central Electric informed you about the existence of

the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

es o s toRe ust o A 'on - S:Denied.

R uest for A lssio - Admit that Central Electric informed you of the findings set

forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update Docket.

e o Re ue t for A 'on 1-19 ORS objects to this Request for Admissionbecause

the term "findings" is vague, iunbiguous, and imprecise. ORS cannot answer the request because

it is not clear what "findings" the request refers to and whether the admission is for information of

some or all of such findings. Denied as to the 2016 Bechtel Report.

uest for d is
' Admit that that at SCE&G's request, you were reviewed and

proposed changes to a draft of the BLRA before it was introduced before the General Assembly

of the State of South Carolina.



to R e g y e s t  for A d m i s s i o n  1-20: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because 

the phrase "you were reviewed" is vague, ambiguous, unclear and imprecise. ORS assumes the 

request means "you reviewed" rather than "you were reviewed." Subject to this clarification, 

admitted. 

Request for Admission 1-21: Admit that that you were actively involved in the drafting and 

review of the BLRA while it was being proposed and considered by the General Assembly of 

the State of South Carolina. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-21; ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Ci vii Procedure 3 6( c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the phrase "actively involved" is vague, ambiguous, unclear and imprecise, and open to 

multiple subjective interpretations. 

Request for Admission 1-22: Admit that that you proposed a number of provision and 

amendments to the draft of the BLRA which were incorporated into the final draft of the BLRA. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-22: ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the request regarding "a number of provision and amendments" is vague, ambiguous, 

unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective interpretations. 
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R Re t -2: ORS objects to this Request for Admission because

the phrase "you were reviewed" is vague, ambiguous, unclear and imprecise. ORS assumes the

request means "you reviewed" rather than "you were reviewed." Subject to this clarification,

admitted.

e 'ssi 1-21 Admit that that you were actively involved in the drafting and

review of the BLRA while it was being proposed and considered by the General Assembly of

the State of South Carolina.

R e e est dmis '2 'RS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave ofcourt upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "actively involved" is vague, ambiguous, unclear and imprecise, and open to

multiple subjective interpretations.

e ue for 'io - Admit that that you proposed a number of provision and

amendments to the draft of the BLRA which were incorporated into the final draft of the BLRA.

e e to e fo 'i -22: ORS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave ofcourt upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the request regarding "a number of provision and amendments" is vague, ambiguous,

unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective interpretations.



ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the phrase "key leaders of the General Assembly'' is vague, ambiguous, unclear and 

imprecise. 

Request for Admission 1-24; Admit that that the changes you proposed to the draft of the 

BLRA which were incorporated into the final draft of the BLRA included additional protections 

for customers, additional resources for your oversight of projects, and provisions imposing clear 

burdens of proof on the utility. 

Response to Request for Admission 1-24; ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." 

Request for Admission 1-25; Admit that that you publicly spoke in favor of the adoption of 

the BLRA before committees and subcommittees of the General Assembly of the State of 

South Carolina. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-25; ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36( c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 
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e u o n - Admit that that key leaders of the General Assembly indicated

that the BLRA would not advance through committee and subcommittee without your approval

as to its terms.

es e to Re u st for i sion -23: ORS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave ofcourt upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "key leaders of the General Assembly" is vague, ambiguous, unclear and

imprecise.

e e for Ad ission -2: Admit that that the changes you proposed to the draft of the

BLRA which were incorporated into the final draft of the BLRA included additional protections

for customers, additional resources for your oversight ofprojects, and provisions imposing clear

burdens of proof on the utility.

e o s o e estfor -2 'RS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave of court upon good cause shown."

e ue t A mis ie -25 Admit that that you publicly spoke in favor of the adoption of

the BLRA before committees and subcommittees of the General Assembly of the State of

South Carolina.

R ense t Re s or A mis '-: ORS objectsandwillnotrespondtothisrequeston

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,



s h o w n . "  ORS also objects to this R e q u e s t  for A d m i s s i o n  

b e c a u s e  the p h r a s e  " y o u  p u b l i c l y  s p o k e "  is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and o p e n  to 

m u l t i p l e  interpretations. 

Request for Admission 1-26: Admit that that you never raised any concerns about the 

constitutionality of the BLRA while it was being considered by the General Assembly of the 

State of South Carolina. 

Response to Reguest for Admission 1-26: ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the phrase "raised any concerns" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to 

multiple interpretations. 

Request for Admission 1-27: Admit that that you never raised any concerns about the 

constitutionality of the BLRA prior to March 28, 2017. 

Response to Regyest for Admission 1-27; ORS objects and will not respond to this request on 

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 3 6( c) provides that, "the total number of 

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts, 

except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the phrase "key leaders of the General Assembly" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, 

imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS also objects to this Request for Admission 

because the phrase "raised any concerns" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to 

multiple interpretations. 
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except by leave of court upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "you publicly spoke" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to

multiple interpretations.

est f r d i i n - 6: Admit that that you never raised any concerns about the

constitutionality of the BLRA while it was being considered by the General Assembly of the

State of South Carolina.

Re e t e for 'ssl 1- t ORS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave ofcourt upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "raised any concerns" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to

multiple interpretations.

t fr -2 Admit that that you never raised any concerns about the

constitutionality of the BLRA prior to March 28, 2017,

e to e f r 'ssl -2 'RS objects and will not respond to this request on

the ground that South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 36(c) provides that, "the total number of

all requests [for admission] to one party shall not exceed twenty requests, including subparts,

except by leave ofcourt upon good cause shown." ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "key leaders of the General Assembly" is vague, ambiguous, unclear,

imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS also objects to this Request for Admission

because the phrase "raised any concerns" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to

multiple interpretations.



O B J E C T I O N S  T O  T H E  I N T E R R O G A T O R I E S  B E L O W  

1. The South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS") interprets the request for identification 

of a "responsible person" as a request that the responses be "subscribed by an appropriate 

verification." See 10 S.C. Ann. Regs. 103-833(C). Thus, the ORS has provided appropriate 

verification at the end of these responses. 

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries, 

related entities" and former directors and former employees as unwarranted and beyond 

discovery obligations. 

INTERROGATORY RESPONSES 

Interrogatory 1-1; State with specificity the date on which you first learned that Bechtel was 

conducting a review of the NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1; ORS objects to this interrogatory because the term "you first 

learned" is ambiguous and open to multiple interpretations in this context. Subject to and without 

waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that in early 2015 Gary Jones learned from Skip 

Smith that SCE&G was considering candidates to perform an independent overall assessment. 

However, Mr. Jones was never informed that SCE&G had decided to go forward with the 

assessment. At the NND/ORS monthly meeting on August 26,2015, Gene Soult was only 

informed that SCE&G's legal office was handling an external review; and at that time, he 

did not know the identity of the external reviewer or any information about the scope of the 

review. On October 15, 2015, Mr. Soult attended a plan of the day ("POD") session in 

which an unknown individual made comments that indicated he had participated in an 

assessment of the project. As the individual finished his statement, he and another unknown 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS TO THE INTERROGATORIES BELOW

1. The South Carolina Office ofRegulatory Staff ("ORS") interprets the request for identification

of a "responsible person" as a request that the responses be "subscribed by an appropriate

verification." See 10 S.C. Ann. Regs. 103-833(C). Thus, the ORS has provided appropriate

verification at the end of these responses.

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries,

related entities" and former directors and former employees as unwarranted and beyond

discovery obligations.

INTERROGATORY RESPONSES

conducting a review of the NND Project.

es o o te ro ator -: ORS objects to this interrogatory because the term "you first

learned" is ambiguous and open to multiple interpretations in this context. Subject to and without

waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that in early 2015 Gary Jones learned from Skip

Smith that SCE&G was considering candidates to perform an independent overall assessment.

However, Mr, Jones was never informed that SCE&G had decided to go forward with the

assessment. At the NND/ORS monthly meeting on August 26, 2015, Gene Soult was only

informed that SCE&G's legal office was handling an external review; and at that time, he

did not know the identity of the external reviewer or any information about the scope of the

review. On October 15, 2015, Mr. Soult attended a plan of the day ("POD") session in

which an unknown individual made comments that indicated he had participated in an

assessment of the project. As the individual finished his statement, he and another unknown



" B e c h t e l . "  T h i s  e v e n t  m a d e  Mr. S a u l t  

t h i n k  t h a t  B e c h t e l  m a y  h a v e  c o n d u c t e d  s o m e  t y p e  o f  r e v i e w  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t .  

M r .  S a u l t  m e n t i o n e d  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  at t h e  P O D  s e s s i o n  to O R S  s t a f f ,  w h i c h  l e d  M r .  

J o n e s  t o  m a k e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e n t r y  o n  t h e  a g e n d a  f o r  t h e  O c t o b e r  2 7 ,  2 0 1 5  O R S I N N D  

m e e t i n g :  " D i s c u s s  the Status o f  t h e  Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues n o t e d  thus f a r "  

a n d  t o  r e q u e s t  a c o p y  o f  t h e  w r i t t e n  r e p o r t  f r o m  t h e  a s s e s s m e n t .  I n  r e s p o n s e ,  s o m e  S C E & G  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e y  " d o n ' t  k n o w  a n y t h i n g "  a n d  w e r e  " n o t  b r i e f e d  b y  

M a n a g e m e n t . "  M r .  S m i t h  a d v i s e d  M r .  J o n e s  t h a t  B e c h t e l  h a d  p e r f o r m e d  a h i g h - l e v e l  

o v e r v i e w ,  h a d  o n l y  d i s c u s s e d  t h e  r e v i e w  w i t h  s e n i o r  e x e c u t i v e s ,  a n d  t h a t  h e  w a s  n o t  a w a r e  

o f  t h e  s c o p e  o r  r e s u l t s  o f  B e c h t e l ' s  a s s e s s m e n t  a n d  w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  n o t  b e c o m e  p r i v y  t o  t h a t  

i n f o r m a t i o n .  M r .  S m i t h  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  no w r i t t e n  r e p o r t s  a n d  t h a t  n o n e  w e r e  

p l a n n e d .  

T h e  t o p i c  w a s  a g a i n  b r o u g h t  u p  a t  t h e  N o v e m b e r  17, 2 0 1 5  C o m m e r c i a l  R e v i e w  

S e s s i o n ,  a n d  S C E & G  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  a g a i n  s t a t e d  t h e y  w e r e  n o t  i n v o l v e d  a n d  h a d  n o  n e w s  

r e g a r d i n g  a n y  s u c h  a s s e s s m e n t .  O R S  a g a i n  a s k e d  a b o u t  a r e p o r t  o r  a s s e s s m e n t  at a l a t e r  

ORS/NND meeting, and the NND-GM stated " i t  was n o t  S C E & G ' s  report, i t  b e l o n g e d  to Santee 

Cooper." 

On March 4, 2016, ORS sent t h e  following A u d i t  I n f o n n a t i o n  Request p u r s u a n t  to S.C. 

Code A n n . §  58-4-55, 58-27-160, 58-27-1570, 58-33-230, and 58-33-277 to SCE&G that should 

h a v e  caused B e c h t e l ' s  work and reports to b e  identified, b u t  it was not: 

Request 1-32: Has SCE&G decided to r e t a i n  the services o f  a P r o j e c t  Consultant as 

allowed in the Agreement? What are the costs associated w i t h  these services? Are 

these costs included in the current estimate o f  the Owner's Cost? Has a contract 

b e e n  awarded? I f  so, to whom? I f t h i s  decision has n o t  yet b e e n  made, please advise 

t h e  t a r g e t  schedule for making a decision or implementing this service. 

On March 24, 2016, SCE&G responded to Request 1-32: 
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individual picked up hats which were labeled with "Bechtel." This event made Mr. Soult

think that Bechtel may have conducted some type of review of the project.

Mr. Soult mentioned the statement at the POD session to ORS staff, which led Mr.

Jones to make the following entry on the agenda for the October 27, 2015 ORS/NND

meeting: "Discuss the Status of the Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far"

and to request a copy of the written report from the assessment. In response, some SCE&G

representatives stated that they "don't know anything" and were "not briefed by

Manageinent." Mr. Smith advised Mr. Jones that Bechtel had performed a high-level

overview, had only discussed the review with senior executives, and that he was not aware

of the scope or results of Bechtel's assessment and would probably not become privy to that

information. Mr. Smith also stated that there were no written reports and that none were

planned.

The topic was again brought up at the November 17, 2015 Commercial Review

Session, and SCE&G representatives again stated they were not involved and had no news

regarding any such assessment. ORS again asked about a report or assessment at a later

ORS/NND meeting, and the NND-GM stated "it was not SCE&G's report, it belonged to Santee

Cooper."

On March 4, 2016, ORS sent the following Audit Infonuation Request pursuant to S.C.

Code Ann. $ 58-4-55, 58-27-160, 58-27-1570, 58-33-230, and 58-33-277 to SCE&G that should

have caused Bechtel's work and reports to be identified, but it was not:

Request 1-32: Has SCE&G decided to retain the services of a Project Consultant as
allowed in the Agreement? What are the costs associated with these services? Are
these costs included in the current estimate of the Owner's Cost? Has a contract
been awarded'/ If so, to whom? If this decision has not yet been made, please advise
the target schedule for making a decision or implementing this service.

On March 24, 2016, SCE&G responded to Request 1-32:

10



O n e  o f  t h e  c o n s u l t a n t s ,  W o r k  M a n a g e m e n t ,  Inc., h a s  a l r e a d y  p e r f o r m e d  

i t s  s e r v i c e s ,  and S C E & G  e x p e c t s  t h a t  t h e  c o s t  o f  t h o s e  s e r v i c e s  w i l l  b e  less t h a n $  

5 , 0 0 0 .  T h e  s e c o n d  c o m p a n y  h a s  n o t  y e t  s i g n e d  a c o n t r a c t  o r  p r o v i d e d  a n y  s e r v i c e s ,  

b u t  t h e  c o s t s  s h o u l d  n o t  e x c e e d  $ 2 5 , 0 0 0 .  T h e r e  are s u f f i c i e n t  funds i n  t h e  O w n e r ' s  

C o s t  c a t e g o r y  to c o v e r  t h e s e  a m o u n t s .  

O n  J u n e  2 4 ,  2 0 1 6 ,  S C E & G  p r o v i d e d  a s u p p l e m e n t a l  r e s p o n s e  to R e q u e s t  1-32: 

S C E & G  r e t a i n e d  t h e  c o n s u l t i n g  s e r v i c e s  o f  W o r k  M a n a g e m e n t ,  Inc., c o n c e r n i n g  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  c o n s t r u c t i o n  p a y m e n t  m i l e s t o n e s .  T h e s e  c o n s u l t i n g  s e r v i c e s  w e r e  

p r o v i d e d  at no c o s t  to SCE&G. W i t h  r e g a r d  to t h e  s e c o n d  c o n s u l t a n t  c o m p a n y  

r e f e r e n c e d  i n  R e s p o n s e  1-32, S C E & G  h a s  e l e c t e d  n o t  to p u r s u e  t h e  h i r i n g  o f  t h i s  

c o m p a n y .  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  s t a t e d  i n  all k n o w n  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h e  B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  s h o w  t h a t  

B e c h t e l  w a s  o p e r a t i n g  as a p r o j e c t  c o n s u l t a n t ,  B e c h t e l  w a s  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  a n s w e r  to t h e s e  

r e q u e s t s .  O n  o r  a b o u t  A u g u s t  22, 2 0 1 7 ,  S C A N A  a n d  S a n t e e  C o o p e r  o f f i c i a l s  a d m i t t e d  p u b l i c l y  

for t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h a t  B e c h t e l  p e r f o r m e d  an a s s e s s m e n t  a n d  a r e p o r t  w a s  p r e p a r e d .  A S C A N A  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  t h e n  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  B e c h t e l  r e p o r t  w a s  c o n f i d e n t i a l  a n d  p r i v i l e g e d .  

Interro2atory 1-2: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about the existence of 

Bechtel's review of the NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-2: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. 

Interro2atory 1-3: State with specificity the date on which you first learned about the existence 

of the 2015 Bechtel Report. For purposes of this Interrogatory and the interrogatories that follow 

it, the 2015 Bechtel Report refers specifically to "Project Assessment Report" written by Bechtel 

and dated November 9, 2015, not the fact that Bechtel was conducting a review of the NND 

Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-3: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. ORS first learned of the 

existence of the 2015 Bechtel Report during interviews with the Federal Bureau oflnvestigation, 

which occurred after September 2017. 
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Yes. SCE&G has decided to retain the services of at least two project consultants
for consultation as to the process for the selection of construction payment
milestones. One of the consultants, Work Management, Inc., has already performed
its services, and SCE&G expects that the cost of those services will be less than $
5,000. The second company has not yet signed a contract or provided any services,
but the costs should not exceed $25,000, There are sufficient funds in the Owner's
Cost category to cover these amounts.

On June 24, 2016, SCE&G provided a supplemental response to Request 1-32:

SCE&G retained the consulting services of Work Management, Inc., concerning
the selection of construction payment milestones. These consulting services were
provided at no cost to SCE&G. With regard to the second consultant company
referenced in Response 1-32, SCE&G has elected not to pursue the hiring of this
company.

Although the objectives stated in all lcnown versions of the Bechtel Report show that

Bechtel was operating as a project consultant, Bechtel was not included in the answer to these

requests. On or about August 22, 2017, SCANA and Santee Cooper officials admitted publicly

for the first time that Bechtel performed an assessment and a report was prepared. A SCANA

representative then stated that the Bechtel report was confidential and privileged.

Identify the person(s) Irom whom you first learned about the existence of

Bechtel's review of the NND Project.

s o se I terr ator - See Response to Interrogatory 1-1.

~terre ~~or~3: State with specificity the date on which you first learned about the existence

of the 2015 Bechtel Report. For purposes of this Interrogatory and the interrogatories that follow

it, the 2015 Bechtel Report refers specifically to "Project Assessment Report" written by Bechtel

and dated November 9, 2015, not the fact that Bechtel was conducting a review of the NND

project.

es on e to I t rro tor -3 See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. ORS first learned of the

existence of the 2015 Bechtel Report during interviews with the Federal Bureau of Investigation,

which occurred after September 2017.

11



1-4: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about the existence of 

the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interro2atory 1-4: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 

Interro2atory 1-5: Identify the manner in which you learned about the existence of the 2015 

Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting). 

Response to Interro2atory 1-5; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 

Interrogatory 1-6: State with specificity the date on which you first learned about the existence 

of the 2016 Bechtel Report. For purposes of this Interrogatory and the interrogatories that follow 

it, the 2016 Bechtel Report refers specifically to "Project Assessment Report" written by Bechtel 

and dated February 5, 2016, not the fact that Bechtel was conducting a review of the NND 

Project. 

Response to Interro2atory 1-6; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. Upon information and 

belief, ORS first learned of the existence of the 2016 Bechtel Report, and ultimately obtained the 

2016 Bechtel Report, after the Senate hearing in which SCE&G was first asked about the report. 

ORS asked SCE&G counsel for the report but was told it was privileged and would not be 

provided. ORS obtained the 2016 Bechtel report by downloading it from the Post and Courier 

newspaper website on or about September 4, 2017. 

Interrogatory 1-7: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about the existence of the 

2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interro2atory 1-7: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. 

Interro2atory 1-8: Identify the manner in which you learned about the existence of the 2016 

Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting). 

Response to Interro2atory 1-8; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. 
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~Izrrg~tor ~4: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about the existence of

the 2015 Bechtel Report.

on o ter to -: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3.

Lt~erro thor 1-: Identify the manner in which you learned about the existence of the 2015

Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting).

e nse er tor 1- 'ee Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3.

~I~rro i~or~1-: State with specificity the date on which you first learned about the existence

of the 2016 Bechtel Report. For purposes of this Interrogatory and the interrogatories that follow

it, the 2016 Bechtel Report refers specifically to "Project Assessment Report" written by Bechtel

and dated February 5, 2016, not the fact that Bechtel was conducting a review of the NND

project.

on t nte t -6 See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. Upon information and

belief, ORS first learned of the existence of the 2016 Bechtel Report, and ultimately obtained the

2016 Bechtel Report, after the Senate hearing in which SCE&G was first asked about the report.

ORS asked SCE&G counsel for the report but was told it was privileged and would not be

provided. ORS obtained the 2016 Bechtel report by downloading it from the Post and Courier

newspaper website on or about September 4, 2017.

Jnn~g~or~1-: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about the existence of the

2016 Bechtel Report.

es e to I ro 1-7: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6.

~nt r~oa ~8; Identify the manner in which you learned about the existence of the 2016

Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting).

e nse erro See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6.

12



2015 Bechtel R e p o r t .  

Response to Interrogatory 1-9: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "any of the 

findings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS 

cannot answer the Interrogatory without specification of what "findings" SCE&G is referring to. 

Interrogatory 1-10: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about any of the 

findings set forth in the 20 15 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-10: See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6. 

Interrogatory 1-11" Identify the manner in which you learned about any of the findings set 

forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting). 

Response to Interrogatory 1-11; See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6. 

Interrogatory 1-12: State with specificity the date on which you were first informed of any of 

the findings set forth in 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-12: See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6. 

Interrogatory 1-13: Identify the person(s) from whom you first learned about any of the findings 

set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-13: See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6. 

Interrogatory 1-14: Identify the manner in which you learned about any of the findings set 

forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report (e.g, phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting). 
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~t« t -9:Stt ithp lfiityth dt I'hy 0 tif 1 f y I

the findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report.

e to I o 1-9: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "any of the

findings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS

cannot answer the Interrogatory without specification of what "findings" SCAG is referring to.

findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report.

e se Interro ato -: See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6.

forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report (e.g., phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting),

es o to I ro ato 1-1 'ee objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6.

the findings set forth in 2016 Bechtel Report,

es on t I rro -1 See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6.

set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report.

se t nterr o -13: See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6.

: Identify the manner in which you learned about any of the findings set

forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report (e.g, phone call, e-mail, in-person meeting).

13



to I n t e r r o g a t o r y  1 - 1 4 ;  See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see 

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6. 

Interrogatory 1-15: State with specificity the date on which you first reviewed any portion of 

the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Re&ponse to Interrogatory 1-15; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 

Interrogatory 1-16; State with specificity the date on which you first reviewed any portion 

of the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-16; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. On May 16,2018, 

ORS requested the standalone Bechtel Schedule Report and was told it was privileged. (See NND 

Request; RCT -06). 

Interrogatory 1-17: Describe with particularity the source of information and the manner in 

which you obtained the information which lead you to include as part of your "SCE&G VC 

Summer Units 2 & 3 October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit" the following: ''Discuss the Status of the 

Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far." 

Response to Interrogatory 1-17; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. 

Interrogatory 1-18: Describe with particularity why the following entry, "Discuss the Status of 

the Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far" was removed from the ORS/SCE&G 

monthly agenda for the monthly oversight meeting between SCE&G and ORS that followed the 

October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit monthlymeeting. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-18; See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. 

Interrogatory 1-19: Describe with particularity why you did not pursue the further inquiry 

concerning "the Status of the Bechtel Assessment" after it was removed from the ORS/SCE&G 

monthly agenda. 
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e I er or 1- 4 See objections to Interrogatory 1-9. As to the Report, see

Response to Interrogatory 1-1, 1-3 and 1-6.

: State with speciftcitythe date on which you firstreviewed any portion of

the 2015 Bechtel Report.

t ator - 'ee Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3.

of the 2016 Bechtel Report.

o Interr t -16 See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. On May 16, 2018,

ORS requested the standalone Bechtel Schedule Report and was told it was privileged. (See NND

Request; RCT-06).

1-1: Describe with particularity the source of information and the manner in

which you obtained the information which lead you to include as part of your "SCE&G VC

Summer Units 2 & 3 October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit" the following Discuss the Status of the

Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far."

nse t er o at r -: See Response to Interrogatory 1-1.

the Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far" was removed from the ORS/SCE&G

monthly agenda for the monthly oversight meeting between SCE&G and ORS that followed the

October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit monthly meeting.

e In ator 1- See Response to Interrogatory 1-1.

concerning "the Status of the Bechtel Assessment" after it was removed from the ORS(SCE&G

monthly agenda.

14



See Response to Interrogatory 1-1. 

Interrogatory 1-20: Did anyone who was present in the October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit 

monthly oversight meeting between ORS and SCE&G ever raise the issue of the Bechtel 

Assessment with C. Dukes Scott? If so, when? Describe with particularity his response. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-20: ORS does not know. 

Interrogatory 1-21: Did anyone who was present in the October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit 

monthly oversight meeting between ORS and SCE&G ever raise the issue of the Bechtel 

Assessment with Nanette S. Edwards? If so, when? Describe with particularity his response. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-21: Not prior to preparation in this litigation, subject to attorney

client privilege and work product protection. 

Interrogatory 1-22: To the extent that you deny Request for Admission 1-5, please set forth 

with particularity each and every challenge faced by the NND Project, as set forth in the 2016 

Bechtel Report, that was not known to you prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update 

Docket. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-22: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "each and 

every challenge" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. 

ORS cannot answer the Interrogatory without specification of what "challenges" SCE&G is 

referring to. 

Interrogatory 1-23: State with specificity the dates on which you met with Santee Cooper 

between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-23: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met 

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to 

and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that officials 
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on to terr t - 'ee Response to Interrogatory 1-1.

Interro ator 1-20: Did anyone who was present in the October 27 & 28, 2015 Site Visit

monthly oversight meeting between ORS and SCE&G ever raise the issue of the Bechtel

Assessment with C. Dukes Scott? If so, when? Describe with particularity his response.

es o e o er ato 1- O'RS does not know.

monthly oversight meeting between ORS and SCE&G ever raise the issue of the Bechtel

Assessment with Nanette S. Edwards? If so, when? Describe with particularity his response.

s on e to nterro tor - Not prior to preparation in this litigation, subject to attorney-

client privilege and work product protection,

: To the extent that you deny Request for Admission 1-5, please set forth

with particularity each and every challenge faced by the NND Project, as set forth in the 2016

Bechtel Report, that was not known to you prior to the hearing held in the 2016 NND Update

Docket.

R se In r - 2: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "each and

every challenge" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations.

ORS cannot answer the Interrogatory without specification of what "challenges" SCE&G is

referring to.

: State with specificity the dates on which you met with Santee Cooper

between January I, 2015, and December 31, 2016.

Res o se I t ro a or - 3: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations, Subject to

and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that officials

15



ORS did not have any in-person meetings w i t h  Santee C o o p e r  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2015, and 

D e c e m b e r  31, 2016, r e g a r d i n g  the BLRA o r  the N N D  Project. 

Interroeatory 1-24: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with 

Santee Cooper between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016. 

Re§ponse to Interroeatory 1-24: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"meetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject 

to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that ORS 

did not have any in-person meetings with Santee Cooper between January 1, 2015, and December 

31, 2016, regarding the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Interroeatory 1-25: State with specificity the dates on which you met with ECSC between 

January 1, 2015, and December 31,2016. 

Response to Interroeatory 1-25; ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met 

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subject interpretations. 

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that 

officials from ORS had in-person meetings with officials from ECSC regarding the NND Project 

generally every month. 

Interroeatory 1-26: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with 

ECSC in 2015 between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016. 

Response to Interroeatory 1-26: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"meetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective 

interpretations. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states generally 

the following ORS officials were present at in-person meetings regarding the NND Project with 
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from ORS did not have any in-person meetings with Santee Cooper between January I, 2015, and

December 31, 2016, regarding the BLRA or the NND Project.

: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with

Santee Cooper between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016.

e to nt ro - 4: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"meetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject

to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that ORS

did not have any in-person meetings with Santee Cooper between January I, 2015, and December

31, 2016, regarding the BLRA or the NND Project.

: State with specificity the dates on which you met with ECSC between

January I, 2015, and December 31, 2016.

es se Interr at -25 ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subject interpretations.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that

officials Irom ORS had in-person meetings with officials Irom ECSC regarding the NND Project

generally every month.

: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with

ECSC in 2015 between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016,

R on to Int ro r 1-: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"meetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective

interpretations. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states generally

the following ORS officials were present at in-person meetings regarding the NND Project with

16



E C S C :  D u k e s  S c o t t ,  G a r y  J o n e s ,  a n d  A l l y n  P o w e l l .  O n  a n  i r r e g u l a r  b a s i s ,  N a n e t t e  

E d w a r d s ,  A n t h o n y  J a m e s ,  a n d  S h a n n o n  H u d s o n  also a t t e n d e d  for ORS. 

Interrogatory 1-27: State with specificity the date on which you met with Central Electric 

between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-27: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met 

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective interpretations. 

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that 

officials from ORS had in-person meetings with officials from Central Electric regarding the NND 

Project generally every month. 

Interrogatory 1-28: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with 

Central Electric between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-28: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"meetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective 

interpretations. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states generally 

the following ORS officials were present at in-person meetings regarding the NND Project with 

officials from Central Electric: Dukes Scott, Gary Jones, and Allyn Powell. On an irregular basis, 

Nanette Edwards, Anthony James, and Shannon Hudson also attended for ORS. 

Interrogatory 1-29: State with specificity the date on which Santee Cooper first informed 

you of the findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-29; ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver ofthe foregoing objections, see Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 
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officials from ECSC: Dukes Scott, Gary Jones, and Allyn Powell. On an irregular basis, Nanette

Edwards, Anthony James, and Shannon Hudson also attended for ORS.

: State with specificity the date on which you met with Central Electric

between January 1, 2015, and December 31, 2016.

e o n tor 1-27: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase "met

with" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective interpretations

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states that ORS records show that

officials from ORS had in-person meetings with officials from Central Electric regarding the NND

Project generally every month.

: Please identify the persons who attended each of your meetings with

Central Electric between January I, 2015, and December 31, 2016.

Res to I rro ator -2: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"ineetings" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple subjective

interpretations. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS states generally

the following ORS officials were present at in-person meetings regarding the NND Project with

officials from Central Electric: Dukes Scott, Gary Jones, and Allyn Powell. On an irregular basis,

Nanette Edwards, Anthony James, and Shannon Hudson also attended for ORS.

: State with specificity the date on which Santee Cooper first informed

you of the findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report.

es to I ro ator - 'RS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, see Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3,

17



w i t h  s p e c i f i c i t y  t h e  date on w h i c h  Santee C o o p e r  first i n f o r m e d  

y o u  o f  t h e  findings s e t  forth i n  t h e  2 0 1 6  Bechtel Report. 

Response tolnterro~atory 1-30: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver ofthe foregoing objections, see Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. 

Interro~atory 1-31: State with specificity the date on which ECSC first informed you of the 

findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-31: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ECSC did not inform ORS of any information in the 

2015 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 

Interro~atory 1-32: State with specificity the date on which ECSC first informed you of the 

findings set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-32; ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver ofthe foregoing objections, ECSC did not inform ORS of any information in the 

2016 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. 

Interro~atory 1-33: State with specificity the date on which Central Electric first informed 

you of the findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-33: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections, Central Electric did not inform ORS of any information 

in the 2015 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3. 

18 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
262

of311

you of the findings set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report,

0 a or - 0: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, see Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6.

findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report.

R nse to terro ator -: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ECSC did not inform ORS of any information in the

2015 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3.

findings set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report.

s to In r t - 'RS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ECSC did not inform ORS of any information in the

2016 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6.

: State with specificity the date on which Central Electric first informed

you of the findings set forth in the 2015 Bechtel Report.

s I ator -: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, Central Electric did not inform ORS ofany information

in the 2015 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-3.



1-34: State with specificity the date on which Central Electric first informed 

you of the findings set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report. 

Response to Interroeatory 1-34: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings" 

is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections, Central Electric did not inform ORS of any information 

in the 2016 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6. 

Interroeatory 1-35: Identify every party with whom you contend you have, or have had, a joint 

defense agreement or a common interest agreement with respect to any of the following actions: 

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

2. The Prudency Determination Case 

3. The Rate Relief Case 

4. The Merger Approval Case 

Response to lnterroeatory 1-35; ORS objects because the interrogatory seeks information not 

relevant to the issues in these proceedings. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing 

objections, ORS states that it believes it has a common interest with every party in the identified 

proceedings except for SCE&G, Dominion Energy, and Santee Cooper. 

Interroeatory 1-36: State with specificity the date on which you contend each joint defense 

agreement or common interest agreement identified in response to Interrogatory 1-29 was 

entered into. 

Response to Interroeatory 1-36; ORS objects because the interrogatory seeks infonnation not 

relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS objects because Interrogatory 1-29 does not 

reference any joint defense agreement or common interest agreement. Subject to and without 

waiver of the foregoing objections and assuming the Interrogatory intends to reference 
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you of the findings set forth in the 2016 Bechtel Report.

ense o o or -: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the term "findings"

is vague, ainbiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations, Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, Central Electric did not inform ORS ofany information

in the 2016 Bechtel Report. See Response to Interrogatory 1-1 and 1-6.

defense agreement or a common interest agreement with respect to any of the following actions:

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

2. The Prudency Determination Case

3. The Rate Relief Case

4. The Merger Approval Case

e o Interr ator - 'RS objects because the interrogatory seeks information not

relevant to the issues in these proceedings. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing

objections, ORS states that it believes it has a common interest with every party in the identified

proceedings except for SCE&G, Doininion Energy, and Santee Cooper.

1 36: State with specificity the date on which you contend each joint defense

agreement or common interest agreement identified in response to Interrogatory 1-29 was

entered into.

e on Interro tor 1-3 'RS objects because the interrogatory seeks information not

relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS objects because Interrogatory 1-29 does not

reference any joint defense agreement or common interest agreement. Subject to and without

waiver of the foregoing objections and assuming the Interrogatory intends to reference

19



ORS states t h a t  it b e l i e v e s  the c o m m o n  i n t e r e s t  has e x i s t e d  since a b a n d o n m e n t  

and t h e  o u t s e t  o f  t h e  litigation. 

Interrogatory 1-37: Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the SCEUC at 

any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the 

NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-37: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS 

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections and pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), see PowerPoint 

presentations enclosed. 

Interrogatory 1-38: Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the PURC at any 

time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND 

Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-38; ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS 

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections and pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), ORS is searching its 

records for any presentations made to PURC. 

Interrogatory 1-39; Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the Energy 

Advisory Council at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way 

concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-39; ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS 
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Interrogatory 1-35, ORS states that it believes the common interest has existed since abandonment

and the outset of the litigation.

any time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the

NND Project.

esp e o 0 -3: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections and pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), see PowerPoint

presentations enclosed.

time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND

project.

Res o to te ro 1-3 ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections and pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), ORS is searching its

records for any presentations made to PURC.

Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the Energy

Advisory Council at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way

concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

e I -3 'RS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS

20



ORS is not currently aware o f  any such p r e s e n t a t i o n s  

b u t  will s u p p l e m e n t  this response i f  it becomes aware o f  any such presentations. 

Interro~atory 1-40: Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the LCI 

Committee or any of its subcommittees at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present 

that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-40: ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase 

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS 

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS is not currently aware of any such presentations 

but will supplement this response if it becomes aware of any such presentations. 

Interro~atory 1-41: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the PURC at any time between January 1, 2005, 

and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-41: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiver ofthe foregoing objections and 

pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), ORS will produce non-privileged and public accountability reports, 

PURC reports and Review letters that reference the NND Project. 

Interro~atory 1-42: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the Energy Advisory Council at any time between 

January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to lnterro~atory 1-42: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, 
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also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS is not currently aware of any such presentations

but will supplement this response if it becomes aware of any such presentations.

: Identify and describe every presentation that you made to the LCI

Committee or any of its subcommittees at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present

that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

e n nt r tor 1-4 ORS objects to this Interrogatory because the phrase

"presentation" is vague, ambiguous, unclear, imprecise, and open to multiple interpretations. ORS

also objects because the interrogatory is overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS is not currently aware of any such presentations

but will supplement this response if it becomes aware of any such presentations.

communication that you made or sent to the PURC at any time between January I, 2005,

and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

es n to n er o or - 'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad and unduly burdensome, Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections and

pursuant to SCRCP 33(c), ORS will produce non-privileged and public accountability reports,

PURC reports and Review letters that reference the NND Project.

: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

conununication that you made or sent to the Energy Advisory Council at any time between

January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

s to I ter r - 2'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections,

21



is n o t  currently aware o f  any such reports b u t  will supplement this response i f  it becomes 

aware of any such reports. 

Interrogatory 1-43: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the LCI Committee or any of its subcommittees at 

any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the 

NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-43; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, 

ORS is not currently aware of any such reports but will supplement this response if it becomes 

aware of any such reports. 

Interrogatory 1-44: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the Governor's Office or the Governor of the State 

of South Carolina at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way 

concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-44: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad and unduly burdensome. ORS further objects on the ground of the common interest 

extension of the attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS further objects that 

on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the total number of general interrogatories to 

any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including subparts, except by leave of court upon 

good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories (including the eight interrogatories in its first 

set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interrogatory 1-45: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the Prudency of Abandonment Case: 
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ORS is not currently aware of any such reports but will supplement this response if it becomes

aware of any such reports.

: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

communication that you made or sent to the LCI Committee or any of its subcommittees at

any time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the

NND Project.

e e t terro ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections,

ORS is not currently aware of any such reports but will supplement this response if it becomes

aware of any such reports.

: Identify and describe every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

communication that you made or sent to the Governor's Office or the Governor of the State

of South Carolina at any time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way

concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

es o to te ro a - 4 ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad and unduly burdensome. ORS further objects on the ground of the common interest

extension of the attorney-client privilege and the worlc product doctrine. ORS further objects that

on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the total number of general interrogatories to

any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including subparts, except by leave of court upon

good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories (including the eight interrogatories in its first

set) exceeds this limit, Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the request.

the following regarding the Prudency of Abandonment Case:

22



O f f i c e  o f  the A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  o f  S o u t h  C a r o l i n a  

3. A n y  m e m b e r  o r  s t a f f  m e m b e r  o f  t h e  S o u t h  C a r o l i n a  General A s s e m b l y  

4. 

T h e  S C E U C  

5. 

D H E C  

6. E P A  

7. 

P U R C  

8. 

T h e  E n e r g y  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  

9. 

T h e  LCI C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Interrogatory 1-45: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b )(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interrogatory 1-46: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the Prudency Determination Case: 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 
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1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6, EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

e o Interro tor 1-45hi ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensoine, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of

the following regarding the Prudency Determination Case;

1. The Governor of South Carolina

23



S C E U C  

5. D H E C  

6. 

E P A  

7. P U R C  

8. 

T h e  E n e r g y  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  

9. 

T h e  L C I  C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Interrogatory 1-46; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interrogatory 1-47: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the Rate Relief Case: 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office ofthe Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 
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2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

es to terr tor -4 ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings, ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine, ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCEgiG's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of

the following regarding the Rate Relief Case:

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

24



ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the grounq of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interrogatory 1-48: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the Merger Approval Case: 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 
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6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

Res o e to nterr r 1-47: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on th'e ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCEkG's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of

the following regarding the Merger Approval Case:

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff inember of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5, DHEC

6. EPA

25



P U R C  

8. T h e  E n e r g y  Advisory Council 

9. T h e  LCI C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Interrogatory 1-48; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. . 

Interrogatory 1-49: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the NND Project: 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 

7. PURC 

8. The Energy Advisory Council 

9. The LCI Committee 
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7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

se t nte o ator - 8 ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE8:G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request..

the following regarding the NND Project:

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

26



ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interro2atory 1-50: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of 

the following regarding the Act No. 285 and the bills: 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 

7. PURC 

8. The Energy Advisory Council 

9. The LCI Committee 
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R e to te ro ator 1-49: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

: Identify and describe every communication that you have had with any of

the following regarding the Act No. 285 and the bills;

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8, The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

27



1-50; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interrogatory 1-51: Identify and describe each and every presentation that you made to each of 

the following between March 30, 2009, and the present, in which the NND Project was 

discussed. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

Response to Interrogatory 1-51; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 
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to terr ate 1- 0 ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCEkG's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

the following between March 30, 2009, and the present, in which the NND Project was

discussed.

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

e e to Int o at 1-51'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fitly questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

28



ORS objects o n  the ground 

t h a t  when a m e m b e r  o f  the GA o r  s t a f f  m e m b e r  o f  the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an e x p e c t a t i o n  o f  p r i v a c y  on t h e i r  p a r t  and that would b e  violated b y  the commission i f  those 

c o m m u n i c a t i o n  were to be produced. B a s e d  on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interrogatory 1-52: Identify and describe each and every presentation that you made to each 

of the following between January 1, 2008, and the present, in which the BLRA was discussed. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

Response to Interrogatory 1-52; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b )(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interrogatory 1-53: Identify and describe each and every presentation that you made to each 

of the following between January 1, 2015, and the present, in which the Clean Power Plan was 

discussed. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 
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(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

of the following between January 1, 2008, and the present, in which the BLRA was discussed.

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

e to Inte o ator 1-52 ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit, Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

of the following between January 1, 2015, and the present, in which the Clean Power Plan was

discussed,

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

29



E P A  

7. P U R C  

8. 

T h e  E n e r g y  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  

9. 

T h e  L C I  C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Interrogatory 1-53; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the 

request. 

Interrogatory 1-54: Identify and describe every communication in which you raised any 

concerns about the constitutionality of the BLRA prior to March 28, 2017. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-54: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 
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3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9, The LCI Committee

es 1-5 'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Based on these objections, ORS will not respond to the

request.

: Identify and describe every communication in which you raised any

concerns about the constitutionality of the BLRA prior to March 28, 2017,

e t ter -54: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

30



ORS f u r t h e r  o b j e c t s  t h a t  o n  t h e  g r o u n d  t h a t  S C R C P  3 3 ( b ) ( 9 )  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  " t h e  

t o t a l  n u m b e r  o f  g e n e r a l  i n t e r r o g a t o r i e s  to a n y  o n e  p a r t y  s h a l l  n o t  e x c e e d  fifty q u e s t i o n s  i n c l u d i n g  

s u b p a r t s ,  e x c e p t  b y  l e a v e  o f  c o u r t  u p o n  g o o d  c a u s e  s h o w n . "  S C E & G ' s  p r i o r  i n t e r r o g a t o r i e s  

( i n c l u d i n g  t h e  e i g h t  i n t e r r o g a t o r i e s  i n  i t s  f i r s t  set) e x c e e d s  this limit. B a s e d  o n  t h e s e  o b j e c t i o n s ,  

O R S  w i l l  n o t  r e s p o n d  to t h e  r e q u e s t .  

Interrogatory 1-55: Identify and describe every communication in which you stated that 

completion of the Project would not be in customers' best interest prior to March 28, 2017. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-55: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interrogatory 1-56: Identify and describe every communication in which you stated that 

completion of the Project would be in customers' best interest before or after March 28, 2017. 

Response to Interrogatory 1-56; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 
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product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

: Identify and describe every communication in which you stated that

completion of the Project would not be in customers'est interest prior to March 28, 2017.

e o In ro - 5'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS fiuther objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

: Identify and describe every communication in which you stated that

completion of the Project would be in customers'est interest before or afler March 28, 2017.

0 ro at 1-56'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

31



ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interro~atory 1-57: Identify and describe every communication in which you identify or 

describe the benefits of the Project for SCE&G's customers or the State of South Carolina. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-57; ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b )(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. 

Interro~atory 1-58: Identify and describe every communication in which you identify or 

describe the benefits of the BLRA for electric customers or the State of South Carolina. 

Response to Interro~atory 1-58: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is 

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these 

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work 

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the 

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including 

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories 

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections, 

ORS will not respond to the request. 
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(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

describe the benefits of the Project for SCE&G's customers or the State of South Carolina,

R o se te r ator - 'RS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings, ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown," SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit. Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.

: Identify and describe every communication in which you identify or

describe the benefits of the BLRA for electric customers or the State of South Carolina.

e terre tor -58: ORS objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and seelcs information not relevant to the issues in these

proceedings. ORS further objects on the ground of the attorney-client privilege and the work

product doctrine. ORS further objects that on the ground that SCRCP 33(b)(9) provides that "the

total number of general interrogatories to any one party shall not exceed fifty questions including

subparts, except by leave of court upon good cause shown." SCE&G's prior interrogatories

(including the eight interrogatories in its first set) exceeds this limit, Based on these objections,

ORS will not respond to the request.
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O B J E C T I O N S  TO T H E  R E Q U E S T S  F O R  P R O D U C T I O N  B E L O W  

1. The South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff ("ORS") interprets the request for identification 

of a "responsible person" as a request that the responses be "subscribed by an appropriate 

verification." See 10 S.C. Ann. Regs. 103-833(C). Thus, the ORS has provided appropriate 

verification at the end of these responses. 

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries, 

related entities" and former directors and former employees. The rules provide that a party is 

only required to produce documents "which are in the possession, custody or control of the 

party upon whom the request is served." SCRCP 34(a). 

In addition to these general objections, ORS does not intend by producing any documents 

or information to waive by production any privilege or protection associated with documents that 

are otherwise privileged or protected. In the event that documents ORS deems privileged or 

otherwise protected are produced, the production, unless otherwise expressly stated to the contrary 

in writing at the time of production, is inadvertent and shall be deemed to be null, void, and of no 

legal consequence. In addition, SCE&G's and Dominion's attorneys are directed to refrain from 

reading or copying any such document if they have been advised of the nature of the document by 

ORS, or, if they have not been so advised, are directed to refrain from reading or copying any such 

document beyond the point of discovery or reasonably should know of the privileged or protected 

nature of such document. SCE&G's and Dominion's attorneys are further directed to return each 

such document without making copies or divulging the contents to any person, including but not 

limited to SCE&G and Dominion. 

No disclosure of documents or information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

work product doctrine, or any other privilege or protection from disclosure is intended to or shall 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS TO THE RE UESTS FOR PRODUCTION BELOW

1. The South Carolina Office ofRegulatory Staff ("ORS") interprets the request for identification

of a "responsible person" as a request that the responses be "subscribed by an appropriate

verification." See 10 S.C. Ann. Regs. 103-833(C). Thus, the ORS has provided appropriate

verification at the end of these responses.

2. The ORS objects to the definition of the ORS as including its "predecessors, subsidiaries,

related entities" and former directors and former employees. The rules provide that a party is

only required to produce documents "which are in the possession, custody or control of the

party upon whom the request is served," SCRCP 34(a).

In addition to these general objections, ORS does not intend by producing any documents

or information to waive by production any privilege or protection associated with documents that

are otherwise privileged or protected. In the event that documents ORS deems privileged or

otherwise protected are produced, the production, unless otherwise expressly stated to the contrary

in writing at the time of production, is inadvertent and shall be deemed to be null, void, and of no

legal consequence. In addition, SCE8i;G's and Dominion's attorneys are directed to refrain from

reading or copying any such document if they have been advised of the nature of the document by

ORS, or, if they have not been so advised, are directed to refrain from reading or copying any such

document beyond the point of discovery or reasonably should know of the privileged or protected

nature of such document. SCEkG's and Dominion's attorneys are further directed to return each

such document without making copies or divulging the contents to any person, including but not

limited to SCEAG and Dominion.

No disclosure of documents or information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the

worl& product doctrine, or any other privilege or protection from disclosure is intended to or shall

33



SCRCP 

2 6 ( b ) ( 5 ) ( B )  a n d  F e d e r a l  R u l e  o f  E v i d e n c e  502. In t h e  e v e n t  o f  any u n i n t e n t i o n a l  o r  i n a d v e r t e n t  

d i s c l o s u r e  o f  m a t e r i a l  s u b j e c t  to a claim o f  p r i v i l e g e  o r  p r o t e c t i o n  from disclosure, t h e  p a r t i e s  a g r e e  

t h a t  all p a p e r  and e l e c t r o n i c  copies o f  s u c h  m a t e r i a l  ( i n c l u d i n g  p a p e r  o r  electronic copies o f  s u c h  

m a t e r i a l  p r o v i d e d  to t h e  r e c e i v i n g  p a r t y ' s  counsel, experts, consultants, or v e n d o r s )  shall b e  

d e s t r o y e d  o r  r e t u r n e d  to t h e  p a r t y  who p r o d u c e d  i t  w i t h i n  t e n  (1 0) b u s i n e s s  days after r e c e i v i n g  

w r i t t e n  n o t i c e  from t h e  p r o d u c i n g  p a r t y  o f  t h e  u n i n t e n t i o n a l  o r  i n a d v e r t e n t  disclosure. 

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 

Subject to these objections and preservation of inadvertent disclosure of protected and 

privileged documents, ORS responds to SCE&G's Request for Productions as follows: 

Reguest for Production 1-1: Produce copies of every joint defense agreement or common 

interest agreement that you entered into with at least one of the following: 

1. Friends of the Earth 

2. Sierra Club 

3. Central Electric 

4. ECSC 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present, related to the Prudency of 

Abandonment Case, the Prudency Determination Case, the Rate Relief Case, or the Merger 

Approval Case. 

Response to Request for Production 1-1: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, unduly 

burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS objects 

on the ground that the request seeks infonnation protected by attorney-client privilege and the 

work product doctrine. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine extension of the 
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result in a waiver of the privilege or protection except under the circumstances provided in SCRCP

26(b)(5)(B) and Federal Rule of Evidence 502. In the event of any unintentional or inadvertent

disclosure ofmaterial subject to a claim ofprivilege or protection irom disclosure, the parties agree

that all paper and electronic copies of such material (including paper or electronic copies of such

material provided to the receiving party's counsel, experts, consultants, or vendors) shall be

destroyed or returned to the party who produced it within ten (10) business days after receiving

written notice from the producing party of the unintentional or inadvertent disclosure,

RESPONSES TO RE UESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Subject to these objections and preservation of inadvertent disclosure of protected and

privileged documents, ORS responds to SCE&G's Request for Productions as follows:

u t Production I-: Produce copies of every joint defense agreement or common

interest agreement that you entered into with at least one of the following:

1. Friends of the Earth

2. Sierra Club

3. Central Electric

4. ECSC

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present, related to the Prudency of

Abandonment Case, the Prudency Determination Case, the Rate Relief Case, or the Merger

Approval Case.

e e to e st f r od etio -: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, unduly

burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS objects

on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and the

work product doctrine. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine extension of the

34



ORS objects on the ground that a common interest agreement does not 

need to b e  reduced to writing. Based on these objections, ORS will not produce documents i n  

response to t h e  request. 

Request for Production 1-2: Produce all documents and communications, including e-mails, 

that you contend evidence the existence of a joint defense agreement or a common interest 

agreement between you and at least one of the following: 

1. Friends of the Earth 

2. Sierra Club 

3. Central Electric 

4. ECSC 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present, related to the Prudency of 

Abandonment Case, the Prudency Determination Case, the Rate Relief Case, or the Merger 

Approval Case. 

Response to Request for Production 1-2; See Response to Request 1-1. 

Request for Production 1-3: Produce copies of every joint defense agreement or common 

interest agreement that you entered into with any party related to at least one of the following: 

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

2. The Prudency Determination Case 

3. The Rate Relief Case 

4. The Merger Approval Case 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Request for Production 1-3; See Response to Request 1-1. 
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attorney-client privilege, ORS objects on the ground that a common interest agreement does not

need to be reduced to writing, Based on these objections, ORS will not produce documents in

response to the request.

R t for rodu 'on -: Produce all documents and communications, including e-mails,

that you contend evidence the existence of a joint defense agreement or a common interest

agreement between you and at least one of the following:

1. Friends of the Earth

2. Sierra Club

3. Central Electric

4. ECSC

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present, related to the Prudency of

Abandonment Case, the Prudency Determination Case, the Rate Relief Case, or the Merger

Approval Case.

e to e ue or Product'on -2'ee Response to Request 1-1.

e t f r Product'on 1-,'roduce copies of every joint defense agreement or common

interest agreement that you entered into with any party related to at least one of the following;

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

2, The Prudency Determination Case

3. The Rate Relief Case

4. The Merger Approval Case

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

s s t e u for rod c 'o - 'ee Responseto Request 1-1.

35



for P r o d u c t i o n  1-4; Produce all documents and communications, including e-mails, 

that you contend evidence the existence of a joint defense agreement or a common interest 

agreement between you and any other party related to at least one of the following: 

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

2. The Prudency Determination Case 

3. The Rate Relief Case 

4. The Merger Approval Case 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Regpest for Production 1-4: See Response to Request 1-1. 

Regpest for Production 1-5: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Friends of the Earth that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. The BLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

8. The Prudency Determination Case 

9. The Rate Relief Case 

10. The Merger Approval Case 

11. Act No. 285 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

36 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
280

of311

e for P uc ' 'roduce all documents and communications, including e-mails,

that you contend evidence the existence of a joint defense agreement or a common interest

agreement between you and any other party related to at least one of the following:

1. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

2. The Prudency Determination Case

3. The Rate Relief Case

4. The Merger Approval Case

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

on e s r '4 See Response to Request 1-1.

o P oduct'5: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Friends of the Earth that relate to any of the following issues:

1, SCE&G

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate ReliefCase

10. The Merger Approval Case

11, Act No,285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

36



Production 1-5: See Response to Request 1-1. ORS also objects on 

the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking "documents related to any 

communications between you and any member of the Friends of the Earth that relate to" any of 11 

different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request. 

Reguest for Production 1-6: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Sierra Club that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

8. The Prudency Determination Case 

9. The Rate Relief Case 

10. The Merger Approval Case 

11. Act No. 285 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-6; See Response to Request 1-5. 

Reguest for Production 1-7: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and ECSC that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 
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es on e to e es for reduction 1-5: See Response to Request l-l. ORS also objects on

the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in seel&tug "documents related to any

communications between you and any member of the Friends of the Earth that relate to" any of 11

different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request.

R or Produ tion 1-6: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Sierra Club that relateto any of the followingissues:

1. SCE8cG

2. The NND Project

3. The BERA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudencyof Abandonment Case

8, The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate ReliefCase

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

s se Pr tion - See Response to Request 1-5.

i n 1-: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and ECSC that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCE&G

2. The NND Project

37



T h e 2 0 1 5  B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

6. T h e  2016 B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

7. T h e  P r u d e n c y  o f  A b a n d o n m e n t  C a s e  

8. T h e  P r u d e n c y  D e t e r m i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

1 0. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

for the p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2015, and t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Request for Production 1-7: See Response to Request 1-5. 

Request for Production 1-8: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Central Electric that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. The Prudency of Abandomnent Case 

8. The Prudency Determination Case 

9. The Rate Relief Case 

10. The Merger Approval Case 
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3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No, 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

e e to uest r Pr duct' See Response to Request 1-5.

ues r tio -8: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Central Electric that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCEAG

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7, The Prudency of Abandomnent Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9, The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

38



2 0 1 5 ,  a n d  t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-8; See Response to Request 1-5. 

Request for Production 1-9: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and PURC or any of its members that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. The BLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 

8. The Prudency Determination Case 

9. The Rate Relief Case 

10. The Merger Approval Case 

11. Act No. 285 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Request for Production 1-9: See Response to Request 1-5. Subject to the 

objections, ORS is producing non-privileged documents. 

Request for Production 1-10: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Santee Cooper that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 
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11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

R s o to R t f P educ i 1-8 See Responseto Request 1-5.

e ue P d ion -: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and PURC or any of its members that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCE&G

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

t for reductio 1-9'ee Response to Request 1-5, Subject to the

objections, ORS is producing non-privileged documents.

ues r 'on - 0: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Santee Cooper that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCE&G

2. The NND Project

39



2015 B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

6. T h e  2 0 1 6  B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

7. 

T h e  P r u d e n c y  o f  A b a n d o n m e n t  C a s e  

8. T h e  P r u d e n c y  D e t e r m i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2 0 1 5 ,  a n d  t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Request for Production 1-10; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this 

request. 

Reguest for Production 1-11: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and any member of the South Carolina General Assembly that relate to any of the 

following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. TheNND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 
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3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

ll. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

e e to e u for Prod tion -10 ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the work product doctrine. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this

request.

d ': Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and any member of the South Carolina General Assembly that relate to any of the

following issues.'.

SCE&G

2. The NND Project

3, The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

40



2 0 1 6  B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

7. T h e  P r u d e n c y  o f  A b a n d o n m e n t  C a s e  

8. T h e  P r u d e n c y  D e t e n n i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  A u g u s t  1, 2 0 1 7 ,  and t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-11: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in 

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and any member of the South 

Carolina General Assembly that relate to" any of 11 different issues. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections 

see PowerPoint presentation enclosed. 

Reguest for Production 1-12: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and anyone employed by the South Carolina General Assembly that relate to any of 

the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 
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6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate ReliefCase

10, The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between August 1, 2017, and the present.

on e to e uest fo Prod io -11 ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and any member of the South

Carolina General Assembly that relate to" any of 11 different issues. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections

see PowerPoint presentation enclosed.

R t for Productl -; Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and anyone employed by the South Carolina General Assembly that relate to any of

the following issues:

1. SCE&G

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

41



2015 Bechtel Report 

6. 

The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. 

The Prudency o f  Abandonment Case 

8. 

The Prudency Determination Case 

9. 

The Rate R e l i e f  Case 

10. The Merger Approval Case 

11. Act No. 285 

for the period between August 1, 2017, and the present. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-12; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in 

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and any member of the South 

Carolina General Assembly that relate to" any of 11 different issues. ORS objects on the ground 

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is 

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those 

communication were to be produced. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections 

see PowerPoint presentation enclosed. 

Request for Production 1-13: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and the South Carolina Governor that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 
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4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7, The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8, The Pmdency Determination Case

9. The Rate ReliefCase

10. The Merger Approval Case

11, Act No. 285

for the period between August 1, 2017, and the present.

on Re Pr i 1- 'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and any member of the South

Carolina General Assembly that relate to" any of 11 different issues. ORS objects on the ground

that when a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is

an expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

communication were to be produced. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections

see PowerPoint presentation enclosed.

roducti -13:Producecopies of all documentsrelatedto any communications

between you and the South Carolina Governor that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCE&G

2. The NND Project

42



2015 B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

6. 

T h e  2016 B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

7. 

T h e  P r u d e n c y  o f  A b a n d o n m e n t  C a s e  

8. 

T h e  P r u d e n c y  D e t e r m i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. 

T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  A u g u s t  1, 2 0 1 7 ,  and t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Request for Production 1-13; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in 

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and the South Carolina Governor 

that relate to" any of 11 different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond 

to this request. 

Request for Production 1-14: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Scott Elliott that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandorunent Decision 
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3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No, 285

for the period between August 1, 2017, and the present,

es t e ues for reduction 1-13 ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the worlc product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and the South Carolina Governor

that relate to" any of 11 different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond

to this request.

Re est for P o i -: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Scott Elliott that relate to any of the followingissues,'.

SCEkG

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

4. The Abandomnent Decision

43



10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

for t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2015, and t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-14; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine extension of the attorney-client privilege. 

ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege 

and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous 

in seeking "documents related to any communications between you and Scott Elliott that relate to" 

any of 11 different issues. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections see 

PowerPoint presentation enclosed. 

Reguest for Production 1-15: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications 

between you and Gary Jones that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 
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5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

es on Re st for c 1 - ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine extension of the attorney-client privilege,

ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege

and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous

in seeking "documents related to any communications between you and Scott Elliott that relate to"

any of ll different issues. Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections see

PowerPoint presentation enclosed.

e or P ct' -: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Gary Jones that relate to any of the following issues:

1. SCEkG

2. The NND Project

3. The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

44



6. T h e  2 0 1 6  B e c h t e l  R e p o r t  

7. T h e  P r u d e n c y  o f  A b a n d o n m e n t  C a s e  

8. T h e  P r u d e n c y  D e t e r m i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

for t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2 0 1 5 ,  a n d  t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-15i ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground of SCRCP 26(b)(4). ORS objects on the 

ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking "documents related to any 

communications between you and Gary Jones that relate to" any of 11 different issues. Based on 

the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request. 

Reguest for Production 1-16: Produce copies of all documents related to any commtmications 

between you and Bechtel that relate to any of the following issues: 

1. SCE&G 

2. The NND Project 

3. TheBLRA 

4. The Abandonment Decision 

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report 

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report 

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case 
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6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10. The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

e se to e t for ro u 'on - 5'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground of SCRCP 26(b)(4). ORS objects on the

ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking "documents related to any

communications between you and Gary Jones that relate to" any of 11 different issues, Based on

the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request.

r d ' 1-16: Produce copies of all documents related to any communications

between you and Bechtel that relate to any of the following issues:

I, SCE&G

2. The NND Project

3, The BLRA

4. The Abandonment Decision

5. The 2015 Bechtel Report

6. The 2016 Bechtel Report

7. The Prudency of Abandonment Case

45



P r u d e n c y  D e t e r m i n a t i o n  C a s e  

9. T h e  R a t e  R e l i e f  C a s e  

10. T h e  M e r g e r  A p p r o v a l  C a s e  

11. A c t  No. 2 8 5  

for t h e  p e r i o d  b e t w e e n  J a n u a r y  1, 2015, a n d  t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Request for Production 1-16; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in 

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and Bechtel that relate to" any 

of 11 different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request. 

Request for Production 1-17: Produce copies of all documents and communications related to 

Bechtel's involvement with, and analysis of, issues regarding the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-17; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request has no temporal limits. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest 

doctrine extension of the attorney-client privilege. ORS objects on the ground that the request 

seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS has 

identified a written statement by Gene Soult and a written statement by Gary Jones that are 

responsive to this request, but are protected under the work product doctrine because they were 

written at the direction of counsel. Subject to the above objection, ORS has identified certain non

privileged documents that are enclosed. Additionally, ORS received documents from Santee 

Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already offered SCE&G 
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8. The Prudency Determination Case

9. The Rate Relief Case

10, The Merger Approval Case

11. Act No. 285

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

es t R est or d io 1- 6 ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the worlc product doctrine, ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and ambiguous in

seeking "documents related to any communications between you and Bechtel that relate to" any

of 11 different issues. Based on the foregoing objections, ORS will not respond to this request.

e t ro c '1: Produce copies of all documents and communications related to

Bechtel's involvement with, and analysis of, issues regarding the NND Project.

e ns e for rod ti - 'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request has no temporal liinits. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest

doctrine extension of the attorney-client privilege. ORS objects on the ground that the request

seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS has

identified a written statement by Gene Soult and a written statement by Gary Jones that are

responsive to this request, but are protected under the work product doctrine because they were

written at the direction of counsel. Subject to the above objection, ORS has identified certain non-

privileged documents that are enclosed, Additionally, ORS received documents from Santee

Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already offered SCE&G
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4 0 0 , 0 0 0  p a g e s  ORS r e c e i v e d  from S a n t e e  Cooper, w h i c h  are n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  b y  

S a n t e e  C o o p e r  to b e  c o n f i d e n t i a l .  ORS is currently s e a r c h i n g  for r e s p o n s i v e  d o c u m e n t s  and w i l l  

s u p p l e m e n t  its p r o d u c t i o n  i f  i t  d i s c o v e r s  a n y  n o n - p r i v i l e g e d  d o c u m e n t s  r e s p o n s i v e  to t h e  request. 

Reguest for Production 1-18: Produce all documents and communications related to any 

draft versions of the 2015 Bechtel Report that were created before November 9, 2015. 

Response to Request for Production 1-18; See Response to Request 1-5. ORS received 

documents from Santee Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already 

offered SCE&G approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper, which are not 

considered by Santee Cooper to be confidential. 

Request for Production 1-19: Produce all documents and communications related to any draft 

versions of the 2016 Bechtel Report that were created before February 5, 2016. 

Response to Request for Production 1-19: See Response to Request 1-5. ORS received 

documents from Santee Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already 

offered SCE&G approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper, which are not 

considered by Santee Cooper to be confidential. 

Reguest for Production 1-20: Produce all documents and communications 

concerning the Consortium's management, or purported mismanagement, of the NND 

Project. . 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-20: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information 

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground 
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approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper, which are not considered by

Santee Cooper to be confidential. ORS is currently searching for responsive documents and will

supplement its production if it discovers any non-privileged documents responsive to the request.

e ue for Pro ction -: Produce all documents and communications related to any

draft versions of the 2015 Bechtel Report that were created before November 9, 2015.

0 e est fo r uc '- 'ee Response to Request 1-5. ORS received

documents from Santee Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already

offered SCEEcG approximately 400,000 pages ORS received &om Santee Cooper, which are not

considered by Santee Cooper to be confidential.

e u t fo r i -1: Produce all documents and communications related to any draft

versions of the 2016 Bechtel Report that were created before February 5, 2016,

es o e to e est for Prod ction 1- 9: See Response to Request 1-5. ORS received

documents from Santee Cooper that Santee Cooper considers confidential, and ORS has already

offered SCE8iG approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper, which are not

considered by Santee Cooper to be confidentiaL

e ue fo Pr duction -20: Produce all documents and communications

c o n c e r n i n g t h e Consortium ' management, o r purported mismanagement, of the NND

project.

e se est fo uct'on -2: ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings, ORS

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground

47



i n  s e e k i n g  d o c u m e n t s  " c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  C o n s o r t i u m ' s  

m a n a g e m e n t  . . .  o f  t h e  N N D  P r o j e c t . "  N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g  t h e  a b o v e  o b j e c t i o n ,  O R S  h a s  a l r e a d y  

o f f e r e d  S C E & G  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  4 0 0 , 0 0 0  p a g e s  O R S  r e c e i v e d  f r o m  S a n t e e  C o o p e r .  

Reguest for Production 1-21: Produce all documents and communications concerning disputes 

in and among the members of the Consortium regarding issues related to the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-21: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information 

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground 

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents concerning "issues related to the 

NND Project." Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G 

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper. 

Reguest for Production 1-22: Produce all documents and communications concerning disputes 

about the NND Project by and between any of the following parties: 

1. The Consortium 

2. Westinghouse 

3. CB&I 

4. SCE&G 

5. Santee Cooper 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-22: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 
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that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concerning the Consortium's

management... of the NND Project." Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already

offered SCE&G approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper.

e u or rod 'o -2: Produce all documents and communications concerning disputes

in and among the members of the Consortium regarding issues related to the NND Project.

es t Re t or du io -2 'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine, ORS objects on the ground

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents concerning "issues related to the

NND Project." Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper.

e tfo etio -2: Produce all documents and communications concerning disputes

about the NND Project by and between any of the following parties:

1. The Consortium

2. Westinghouse

3. CB&I

4. SCE&G

5. Santee Cooper

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

o ues for rod cti 1- ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

48



~s overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information 

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground 

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concerning disputes about the 

NND Project." Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G 

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper. 

Request for Production 1-23: Produce all documents and communications concerning any of 

the following issues at the NND Project site: 

1. Productivity 

2. Construction productivity 

3. Designs 

4. Constructability of designs 

5. Finalizing engineering designs 

6. Work packages 

7. SCE&G's oversight 

8. Santee Cooper's oversight 

9. Westinghouse's oversight 

10. CB&I's oversight 

11. The Consortium's oversight 

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present. 

Response to Request for Production 1-23: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks infonnation not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 
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notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concerning disputes about the

NND Project." Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper,

t for ro tion -2; Produce all documents and communications concerning any of

the following issues at the NND Project site:

1. Productivity

2. Construction productivity

3. Designs

4. Constructability of designs

5. Finalizing engineering designs

6, Work packages

7. SCE&G's oversight

8. Santee Cooper's oversight

9. Westinghouse's oversight

10. CB&ps oversight

11. The Consortium's oversight

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

R se to ne t o Pro t'on - 3'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks infonuation not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

49



ORS objects on the ground that the r e q u e s t  seeks i n f o r m a t i o n  

p r o t e c t e d  b y  a t t o r n e y - c l i e n t  p r i v i l e g e  and the work p r o d u c t  doctrine. ORS objects o n  t h e  g r o u n d  

t h a t  the r e q u e s t  is vague and ambiguous i n  seeking documents " c o n c e r n i n g "  almost all facets o f  

t h e  NND Project. N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g  the above objection, ORS has already offered S C E & G  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper. 

Request for Production 1-24: Produce all documents and communications concerning any of 

the following issues with respect to the NND Project: 

1. Pricing 

2. Engineering plans 

3. Procurement 

4. Construction plans 

5. Construction schedules 

6. Modular fabrication 

7. Forecasts for schedule durations 

8. Forecasts for productivity 

9. Forecasted manpower peaks 

10. Percent completed 

11. Delays in schedules 

12. Discrepancies between construction need dates and procurement delivery dates 

13. Disconnects between construction need dates and procurement delivery dates 

14. Testing 

15. Start-up 

16. Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and Acceptance Criteria ("ITAAC") 
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incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concernin" almost all facets of

the NND Project. Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper.

e tfo ro : Produce all documents and communications concerning any of

the following issues with respect to the NND Project:

1. Pricing

2. Engineering plans

3. Procurement

4, Construction plans

5, Construction schedules

6. Modular fabrication

7. Forecasts for schedule durations

8. Forecasts for productivity

9. Forecasted manpower peaks

10. Percent completed

11. Delays in schedules

12. Discrepancies between construction need dates and procurement delivery dates

13. Disconnects between construction need dates and procurement delivery dates

14. Testing

15. Start-up

16. Inspections, Tests, Analyses, and Acceptance Criteria ("ITAAC")
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2015, and t h e  p r e s e n t .  

Response to Request for Production 1-24: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information 

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground 

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concerning" almost all facets of 

the NND Project. Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G 

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper. 

Request for Production 1-25: Produce all documents and communications related to issues 

concerning the fixed price option for the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-25: ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an 

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information 

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground 

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "related to issues concerning" a 

certain topic. Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G 

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper. 

Request for Production 1-26: Produce all documents and communications concerning 

ORS's review of SCE&G's attorneys' billing records from between January 1, 2015, and the 

present. 

51 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
295

of311

for the period between January 1, 2015, and the present.

s s o R ues Produc '2 'RS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "concerning" almost all facets of

the NND Project. Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper.

e est r ro ct'o - 5: Produce all documents and communications related to issues

concerning the fixed price option for the NND Project.

es se o e or Pr duc ion 1-25 ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request is overbroad because it does not have any temporal limit and is based on an

incredibly broad and general topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information

protected by attorney-client privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the ground

that the request is vague and ambiguous in seeking documents "related to issues concerning" a

certain topic. Notwithstanding the above objection, ORS has already offered SCE&G

approximately 400,000 pages ORS received from Santee Cooper.

or P ducti -26; Produce all documents and communications concerning

ORS's review of SCE&G's attorneys'illing records from between January 1, 2015, and the

present.
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R e g u e s t  for Production 1-26; ORS objects because the request is. overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and 

the work product doctrine. 

Reguest for Production 1-27: Produce all documents and communications related to each 

and every presentation that you made to each of the following between March 30, 2009, and 

the present, in which the NND Project was discussed. 

4. The Governor of South Carolina 

5. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

6. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

7. The SCEUC 

8. DHEC 

9. EPA 

10. PURC 

11. The Energy Advisory Council 

12. The LCI Committee 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-27; ORS objects because the request is overbroad, 

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS 

notes that the request is overbroad based on time and is based on an incredibly broad and general 

topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client 

privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine 

extension of the attorney-client privilege. ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and 

ambiguous in seeking documents "related to" a broad topic. ORS objects on the ground that when 
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es o t Re P uctio -2 ORS objects because the request is, overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege and

the work product doctrine.

e t f r ct'27: Produce all documents and communications related to each

and every presentation that you made to each of the following between March 30, 2009, and

the present, in which the NND Project was discussed.

4. The Governor of South Carolina

5. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

6. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

7. The SCEUC

8. DHEC

9. EPA

10. PURC

11. The Energy Adidsory Council

12, The LCI Committee

e set uest P c
' 7. ORS objects because the request is overbroad,

unduly burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the issues in these proceedings. ORS

notes that the request is overbroad based on time and is based on an incredibly broad and general

topic. ORS objects on the ground that the request seeks information protected by attorney-client

privilege and the work product doctrine. ORS objects on the basis of the common interest doctrine

extension of the attorney-client privilege, ORS objects on the ground that the request is vague and

ambiguous in seeking documents "related to" a broad topic. ORS objects on the ground that when
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execl,ltive.:.agency t h e r e .  is a n  

e x p e c t a t i o n  o f  p r i v a c y  on t h e i r  p a r t  and t h a t  w o u l d  b e  v i o l a t e d  b y  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n  i f  t h o s e  

c o m m u n i c a t i o n  w e r e  to b e  p r o d u c e d .  

Reguest for Production 1-28: Produce all documents and communications related to each 

and every presentation that you made to each of the following between January 1 , 2008, 

and the present, in which the BLRA was discussed. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

· 3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 

7. PURC 

8. The Energy Advisory Council 

9. The LCI Committee 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-28: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Reguest for Production 1-29: Produce all documents and communications related to each and 

every presentation that you made to each of the following between January 1, 2015, and the 

present, in which the Clean Power Plan was discussed. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 
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a member of the GA or staff member of the GA contacts an executive agency there is an

expectation of privacy on their part and that would be violated by the commission if those

conununication were to be produced,

e st f P uct'on 1-2: Produce all documents and communications related to each

and every presentation that you made to each of the following between J a n u a r y 1, 2008,

and the present, in which the BLRA was discussed,

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

es se t u t or o c 'o - 8'ee Response to Request 1-27.

e st fo Prod cti - 9: Produce all documents and communications related to each and

every presentation that you made to each of the following between January 1, 2015, and the

present, in which the Clean Power Plan was discussed.

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC
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E P A  

7. P U R C  

8. T h e  E n e r g y  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  

9. T h e  L C I  C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-29: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Reguest for Production 1-30: Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided 

to each of the following regarding the NND Project. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 

7. PURC 

8. The Energy Advisory Council 

9. The LCI Committee 

Response to Regyest for Production 1-30; See Response to Request 1-27. 

,Regyest for Production 1-31: Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided 

to each of the following regarding the Clean Power Plan. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 
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5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

es e e t Prod ' 1-2 'ee Response to Request 1-27.

st f r c '-: Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided

to each of the following regarding the NND Project.

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2, The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

es s e t r c
' 1- 0 SeeResponseto Request 1-27.

e est r Pr duc i 1-; Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided

to each of the following regarding the Clean Power Plan.

l. The Governor of South Carolina

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly



S C E U C  

5. 

D H E C  

6. E P A  

7. 

P U R C  

8. 

T h e  E n e r g y  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  

9. 

T h e  LCI C o m m i t t e e  

Response to Reguest for Production 1-31: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-32: Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided 

to each of the following regarding the Abandonment Decision. 

1. The Governor of South Carolina 

2. The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina 

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly 

4. The SCEUC 

5. DHEC 

6. EPA 

7. PURC 

8. The Energy Advisory Council 

9. The LCI Committee 

Response to Request for Production 1-32; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-33: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the 

SCEUC at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the 

BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-33; See Response to Request 1-27. 
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4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8, The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

n o e es o Prod etio -: See Response to Request 1-27.

st or r uction 1-32: Produce all reports, memoranda, and correspondence provided

to each of the following regarding the Abandonment Decision.

1. The Governor of South Carolina

2, The Office of the Attorney General of South Carolina

3. Any member or staff member of the South Carolina General Assembly

4. The SCEUC

5. DHEC

6. EPA

7. PURC

8. The Energy Advisory Council

9. The LCI Committee

o e e or o t' 'ee Response to Request 1-27.

e ue for r duc o -33; Produce copies of every presentation that you tnade to the

SCEUC at any time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the

BLRA or the NND Project.

n t es for od ti n -33 See Response to Request 1-27.
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Production 1-34: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the PURC 

at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or 

the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-34; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-35: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the 

Energy Advisory Council at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any 

way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-35; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-36: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the LCI 

Committee or any of its subcommittees at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present 

that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-36; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Bequest for Production 1-37: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the PURC at any time between January 1, 2005, and 

the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-37; See Response to Request 1-27. Subject to and 

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS will produce non-privileged and public 

accountability reports, PURC reports and Review letters that reference the NND Project. 

Reguest for Production 1-38: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the Energy Advisory Council at any time between 

January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Request for Production 1-38: See Response to Request 1-27. 
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es r od '-: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the PURC

at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or

the NND Project.

to e e for od c ' 1-34 See Response to Request 1-27.

e ue ro '-: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the

Energy Advisory Council at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any

way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

o o e Pro c '3 See Response to Request 1-27.

e e f ro cti -3: Produce copies of every presentation that you made to the LCI

Committee or any of its subconunittees at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present

that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

e o e to e fo ro ' -3 See Response to Request 1-27.

ue r P o u 'on -: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

cominunication that you made or sent to the PURC at any time between January 1, 2005, and

the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

Re on e t e u o r u lo - 'ee Response to Request 1-27. Subject to and

without waiver of the foregoing objections, ORS will produce non-privileged and public

accountability reports, PURC reports and Review letters that reference the NND Project.

e P ucti -: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

communication that you made or sent to the Energy Advisory Council at any time between

January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND Project.

es o to u t fo c '3 See Response to Request 1-27.
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P r o d u c t i o n  1-39: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefi!lg paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the LCI Committee or any of its subcommittees at any 

time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND 

Project. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-39: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-40: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other 

communication that you made or sent to the Governor's Office or the Governor of the State of 

South Carolina at any time between January 1, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned 

the BLRA or the NND Project. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-40; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-41: Produce copies of every document indicating that you raised 

concerns about the constitutionality of the BLRA while it was being considered by the General 

Assembly or thereafter. 

Response to Request for Production 1-41: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-42: Produce copies of every document in which you stated that 

completion of the Project would not be in customers' best interest. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1-42; See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-43: Produce copies of every document in which you stated that 

completion of the Project would be in customers' best interest. 

Response to Request for Production 1-43: See Response to Request 1-27. 

Request for Production 1-44: Produce copies of every document in which you identify or 

describe the benefits of the Project for SCE&G's customers or the State of South Carolina. 

Response to Request for Production 1-44: See Response to Request 1-27. 
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e ue r uction -39: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

communication that you made or sent to the LCI Committee or any of its subcommittees at any

time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned the BLRA or the NND

project.

es e to ue r P c i 1- See Response to Request 1-27.

R e t od tion - 0: Produce copies of every report, letter, briefing paper, or other

communication that you made or sent to the Governor's Office or the Governor of the State of

South Carolina at any time between January I, 2005, and the present that in any way concerned

the BLRA or the NND Project,

se to e u st or oduc '-40 See Responseto Request 1-27.

e t for odu ' 1-4; Produce copies of every document indicating that you raised

concerns about the constitutionality of the BLRA while it was being considered by the General

Assembly or thereafter.

es o R st f ro tion -41 See Response to Request 1-27.

e r P ucti 1-42: Produce copies of every document in which you stated that

completion of the Project would not be in customers'est interest.

Re se to Re ues or P ct'o 1-42 See Response to Request 1-27.

n -: Produce copies of every document in which you stated that

completion of the Project would be in customers'est interest.

es o e Re est 'on -: See Response to Request 1-27.

e ue or d ion 1-44: Produce copies of every document in which you identify or

describe the benefits of the Project for SCE&G's customers or the State of South Carolina.

oseo or duc ' - See Response to Request 1-27.
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Request for Production 1~45: Produce copies of every do~ument ~evyry 9ommunipation in. 

which you identify or describe the benefits of the BLRA for electric customers or the State of 

South Carolina. 

Response to Reguest for Production 1~45: See Response to Request 1-27. 

August 24, 2018 

Respectfully submitted, 

s/Matthew Richardson 
Matthew T. Richardson, Esquire 
Wall ace K. Lightsey, Esquire 
WYCHE,PA 
801 Gervais Street, Suite B 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
Phone: (803) 254-6542 
Fax: (803) 254-6544 
Email: mrichardson@wyche.com 
Email: wlightsey@wyche.com 

& 

Nanette Edwards, Esquire 
Jeffrey M. Nelson, Esquire 
Jenny R. Pittman, Esquire 
Andrew M. Bateman, Esquire 
OFFICE OF THE REGULATORY STAFF 
1401 Main Street, Suite 900 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
Phone: (803) 737-0889/0823/0794 
Fax: (803) 737-0801 
Email: nedwards@regstaff.sc.gov 
Email: jnelson@regstaff.sc.gov 
Email: jpitt111an@regstaff.sc.gov 
Email: abateman@regstaff.sc.gov 

Attorneys for the South Carolina Office of 
Regulatory Staff 
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est r duct'; Produce copies of every document -every communication in

which you identify or describe the benefits of the BLRA for eleotric customers or the State of

South Carolina.

to or P 1-4 See Response to Request 1-27.

Respectfully submitted,

s/Matthew Richardson
Matthew T. Richardson, Esquire
Wallace I&. Lightsey, Esquire
WYCHE, PA
801 Gervais Street, Suite B

Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Phone: (803) 254-6542
Fax: (803) 254-6544
Email; mrichardson@wyche.corn
Email: wlightsey@wyche.corn

Nanette Edwards, Esquire
Jeffrey M. Nelson, Esquire
Jenny R. Pittman, Esquire
Andrew M. Bateman, Esquire
OFFICE OF THE REGULATORY STAFF
1401 Main Street, Suite 900
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Phone: (803) 737-0889/0823/0794
Fax: (803) 737-0801
Email: nedwards regstaff,sc.gov
Email: jnelson@regstaff.sc.gov
Email: 'ttnan e staff.sc. ov
Email: abateman re staff.sc. ov

Attorneys for the South Carolina Office of
Regulatory Staff

August 24, 2018



S E R V I C E  C O M M I S S I O N  

O F  

S O U T H  C A R O L I N A  

D O C K E T  N O .  2 0 1 7 - 3 7 0 - E  

In Re: Joint Application and Petition of 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company and 
Dominion Energy, Inc., for review and 
approval of a proposed business combination 
between SCAN A Corporation and Dominion 
Energy, Inc., as may be required, and for a 
prudency determination regarding the 
abandonment of the V.C. Summer Units 2 & 
3 Project and associated customer benefits 
and cost recovery plan. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that I caused to be served on August 24, 2018 a copy ofORS's Answers to 
First set of Requests for Admission, Second Set of Interrogatories, and Second set of 
Requests for Production of Documents (Amended) to the persons named below at the 
addresses via electronic mail only: 

K.. Chad Burgess 
chad. burgess@scana. com 
Matthew W. Gissendanner 

matthew. gissendanner@scana. com 
Belton T. Ziegler 

belton.zeigler@wbd-us.com 
Mitchell Willoughby 

mwilloughby@willoughbyhoefer.com 
Attorneys for South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 

s/Matthew Richardson 
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2017-370-E

In Re: Joint Application and Petition of
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company and
Dominion Energy, Inc., for review and
approval ofa proposed business combination
between SCANA Corporation and Dominion
Energy, Inc., as may be required, and for a
prudency determination regarding the
abandomnent of the V.C. Summer Units 2 &
3 Project and associated customer benefits
and cost recovery plan.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that I caused to be served on August 24, 2018 a copy of ORS's Answers to
First set of Requests for Admission, Second Set of Interrogatories, and Second set of
Requests for Production of Documents (Amended) to the persons named below at the
addresses via electronic mail only:

IC Chad Burgess
chad.bur ess scans.coiIl
Matthew W. Gissendanner

matthew. issendanncr t scana.com
Belton T. Ziegler

belton.zei ler c wbd-us.com
Mitchell Willoughby

rnwillou~hb a,willou hb hoefer.corn
Attorneysfor South Carolina Electric d'c Gas Company

s/Matthew Richardson
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o f  the Earth and Sierra Club, ) 

Complainant/Petitioner v. South Carolina ) 

Electric & Gas Company, ) 
Defendant/Respondent ) 

) 
IN RE: Request of the South Carolina Office of ) 
Regulatory Staff for Rate Relief to SCE&G ) 
Rates Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 58-27-920 ) 

) VERIFICATION 
IN. RE: Joint Application and Petition of South ) 
Carolina Electric &. Gas Company and ) 
Dominion Energy, Incorporated for Review ) 
and Approval of a Proposed Business ) 
Combination between SCANA Corporation ) 
and Dominion Energy, Incorporated, as May ) 
Be Required, and for a Prudency ) 
Determination Regarding the Abandonment ) 
of the V.C. Summer Units 2 & 3 Project ) 
and Associated Customer Benefits and Cost ) 
Recovery Plans. ) 

I, A VLJ tf ._)Kit~._.~. c. , being duly sworn and upon my oath, depose and say that I have 
reviewed the foregoing "ORS'S ANSWERS TO SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS 
COMPANY'S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION, SECOND SET OF 
INTEROOATORIES, AND SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS (AMENDED)" dated August 24, 2018, and that the information and materials 
stated or provided in the foregoing documents is true as to my information and belie£. 

SWORN to and subscribed before me this:2.cf11-

~~_,.2018. (L.S.) 

if~ 
My Commission Expires: Cj./eJ (/Lot..~ 
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THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NOS. 2017-207-E, 2017-305-E) AND 2017-370-E

IN RE: Friends of the Earth and Sierra Club,
Complainant/Pehtioner v. South Camlina
Elechic dh Gas Company,
Defendant/Respondent

IN RE: Rrquest of the South Csmlina OfEce of
Retpdatory Shdf for Rate Reliefto SCAG
Rates Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. $ 58-27-920

IN RE: Joint Apphcstion snd Petition ofSouth
Camlina Elechic Er, Gss Company aud
Dominion Energy, Incorporated for Review
snd Appmvsl ofa Pmposed Business
Combination between SCANA Corporation
and Dominion Energy, In~ed, as May
Be Rtxpur)sL snd for a Prudency
Determination Regarding the Abandonment
ofthe V.C. Summer Units 2 4 3 Pmject
snd Associated Customer BeneSts snd Cost
Recovery Plans.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) VERIFICATION
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

I, , being duly sworn snd upon my oath, depose aud ssy that I have
reviewed the foregoing "ORS'S ANSWERS TO SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC dt GAS
COMPANY'S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION, SECOND SET OF
INTEROGATORIES, AND SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS (AMENDED)" dated August 24, 2018, and that the information and materials
stated or provided in the foregoing documents is true as to my iniormation and belief..

SWORN to and subscribed before me tbis2M

My Commission Expires:



S M I T H ,  A B N E Y  A J R [ S A S M I T H @ s c a n a . c o m ] ;  J O H N S O N , S H I R L E Y  S(SWJOHNSON@scana.com]; HUTSON, W I L L I A M  

V [ W H U T S O N @ s c a n a . c o m ] ;  S T E P H E N S ,  M I C H E L E  L [ M I C H E L E . S T E P H E N S @ s c a n a . c o m ] ;  LANIER, C Y N T H I A  

B [ C L A N I E R @ s c a n a . c o m ] ;  WHATLEY, C A R O L I N E [ C A R O L I N E . W H A T L E Y @ s c a n a . c o m ]  

F r o m :  FELKEL, M A R G A R E T  S H I R K  

S e n t :  T h u r  1 0 / 2 2 / 2 0 1 5 1 0 : 3 5 : 5 5  AM 

I m p o r t a n c e :  Normal 

S u b j e c t :  F i n a l  October ORS A g e n d a  

R e c e i v e d :  T h u r  10/22/201.5 10~35:57 AM 
ORS Agenda October 2015.pdf 

Please see attached the final ORS Agenda for next week's site visit. 

Margaret Felkel 
Senior Accountant, Contract Compliance & Controls 
SCAN A Services- New Nuclear Deployment 
direct line: 803-941-9821 
margaret. felkel@scana. com 

Confidential ORS_SCEG_Ol419688 

ELEC
TR

O
N
IC
ALLY

FILED
-2018

N
ovem

ber29
3:09

PM
-SC

PSC
-D

ocket#
2017-370-E

-Page
305

of311
, To: SMITH, ABNEY A JR[SASMITHOscana.corn]; JOHNSON, SHIRLEY S[SWJOHNSON@scana.corn]; HUTSON, WILLIAM

I/[WHUTSON@scana.corn]; STEPHENS, MICHELE L[MICHELE.STEPHENS@scene.corn]; LANIER, CYNTHIA
B[CLANIER@scana.corn]; WHATLEY, CAROLINE[CAROLINE.WHATLEY@scana.corn]
From: FELKEL, MARGARET SHIRK
Sent Thur 10/22/2015 10:35:55 AM
Importance: Normal
Subject Final October ORS Agenda
Received: Thur 10/22/2015 1 0:35:57 AM
ORS A enda October2015 df

Please see attached the final ORS Agenda for next week's site visit.

Margaret Felkel
Senior Accountant, Contract Compliance & Controls
SCANA Services - New Nuclear Deployment
direct line: 803-941-9821
maruarct felkc[ scans com

Confidential ORS SCEG 014196SS
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SCEstG VC Summer Units 2 &. 3
October 27 It 28, 2015 ORS Site Visit Agenda

(Tuesday & Mfednesday)
Cindy's fax (803) 933-7761 Shirley's fax (803) 933-7774

I. T a Oct ber 27 201 Tour Comments - Main Feed Pump Alignments are in progress, a walk
by would be helpful.

8:00 am — 9:00 am
9:00 am — 10:30 am

10:30 am — 11:00 am
11:00 am - 11:30 am
11:30 am - 12:00 pm

Construction (Alan Torres)
Tour (Kyle Young/Myra Roseborough)
Commercial (Skip, Michele, Margaret, Cindy)
.Licensing (April Rice)
Training (Andy Barbee-Paul Mothena)

W dnesd er 28 2 15

9:30 am - 10:00 am
10:00 am — 11:00 am

Quality Assurance (Larry cunningham)
Engineering (Brad Stokes/Sheila 3ean-Cyber Security}

~SAN
William Hutson, Cindy Lanier, Michele Stephens, Skip Smith, Caroline Whatley, Margaret Felkel

0RS
Allyn Powell, Gene Soult, Gaby Smith and Gary lanes

II. Construction Progress
a) Weekly Construction Metrics (to include discussion of critical work fronts 81 status of

project relative to the revised integrated schedule)
i. Discuss the apparent inconsistencies in the Unit 2 schedule in which the hydrotest

and hot functional are delayed 5 months and the fuel loadis delayed 6 months,
but the substantiai completion is only delayed 3 months. (BLRA /9liiestone Tracking
for September 201 5).

ii. Discuss the apparentinconsistency in the Unit 3 schedule in which near term dates
have sbpped consistently for the past few months, but the substantial completion
date has not changed. Note that the summary schedules indicate that Unit 3
/tB/containment activities are up to 6 months late (l4'S of 2015-10-12, Summary
Schedule)

iii. Discuss additional plans to improve the productivity of on-site cons'truction labor.
Al/ areas continue to show producb} ity factors well above the stated goal of 1.15.

Confidential ORS SCEG 0 14 1 9689



a n d  i m p r o v e m e n t  p l a n s  G v e r  t h e  p r e v i o u s  C}. months do not appear to 
hijv~ resulted in any signlfic(IJ'flt improvemf!nt. (Comfflt:t:cfal Review Meeting slides 

of 2015-09-17, Slides 9 - 15 and summary of the Construction Effectiveness and 
Efficiency program).. 

iv. Discuss the d:edine in the overall construction stflffing from 3278 in June to 2485 
in Aug;vst fillld the impa~t on the .$ch-edtJle~ (Consortium 2(115·419-t 7 MSMM, dated 

2015:...10-14, p, 79"' Slide 134)~ 
b) Unit 2 Nuclear Island 

i. Discuss the schedule and status of completion of welding CA01 to the embedment 
plates~ {R~p,eat fr({)m the September JnfJ~ting). 

if~ Prowde the schedules for wmpfeting the remaining in-situ work on CA20, CA04 
and CADS. (No specific reference}. 

iii. Section III p.iping spools continue to he delivered late. At what paint does this 
adversely impac;.t th£1 C.t.teraU' schedule and what mrtlgation measures are being 

pursued, (Consortium 2:015-09-17 .MSMM,; dated 2015-.lD-14, p. 85, Slide 153). 
c) Unit 2 Turbine Building 

i. Discuss the schedule slippage in the· TG concrete placement from 2015-11-18 to 
2l)15-12-11 and pt)tentfal mitigation m:~~asur:f;s Qtadditional contr(!Jfsput in place. 

(WCM r>f20i5~10-J2, p.2.2) 
ii. Discuss the summary schedule that Indicates tha.t Condenser B. is greater tha.n 6 

months behind schedule. (WS of 2015-1:0-12., summary Schedule) 
d) Unit 3 Nuclear Islancl, including the signiticant.schedufe slippages, espedally of Line 1 

from 2015-09~44 ttJ 2015-12-30 ;uu:Jany mitigation and/or recovery activities. (WCM 
of2015 ... 10-12, p. 2fl). 

e) Unit 3 Turbine Building 
i. Discuss the extent and duration at the work suspension due to lack of labor forces. 

{WCM of 2015-10-12, p. 3B). 
ii. Discuss the overall plan to maintain suffiCient resources to ·complete Unit TB. (No 

specific reference). 
iii. 10/15/15,.POD:- Pg. 20- CA04 out of tolerance iSsues appear to be similar to uz~ 

CA04, w.ere "les.sof1S learned# from u2 incorpe.rated into U3, please explain. 
f) Cooling Towers 

g) Raw Water System 
h) Offsite Water System 

i) Containment Vessels, including the schedule for ring sets 
j) Shield Buildings 

I. Discuss the status and schedule of the NNl mitigation plan for acceferatirrg deflvery 
of the SB panels. (R:epest from previous meetings) . 

. 2 
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Mitigation and improvement plans over the previous 8 months da not appear to
have resulted in any signwcantirnprovement'(Commercial Review Meeting slides
of 2015-09-174 Slides 9 — 15 and summary of the Construction Effectiveness and
ENci ency pragram).

iv. Discuss the declinein the overall construction staYing from 3278in June to 2485
in Au~st and theimpaat an the schedu/e. (Consortium 2015-.09-17 MSMM, dated
2015-10-14, p. 79, 5/ide 134).

b) Unit 2 Nuclear Island
i. Discuss the schedule and status of campletian of welding CA01. ta the embedment

plates. (Repeat from the September me~irtg}.
ii. Provide the schedu/es for completing the remainingin-situ mark on CA20, CA04

and CA05. (No specific reference).
iii. Section III piping spools continue ta be delivered late, At what point does this

adverselyimpact the avera//scheduie and what mitigation measures are heing
pursued. (Consortium 2015-99-17 /tfSM/tfv dated 2015-10-14, p. 85, Slide 153).

c) Unit 2 Turbine Building
i. Discuss the schedule slippage in the TG concrete placement from 2015-11-18 ta

2015-12-11 and potential mitigation measures aradditional controls putin place.
(M/CM of2015-10-12, p,22)

ii. Discuss the summary schedule that indicates that Condenser 8is greater than 6
months behind schedule. (&S of 2015-10-12, Summary Scheduie)

d) Unit 3 Nuclear Island, including the significant schedule slippages, especially of Line 1

from 201$-09-24 to 2015-12-30 andany m)t/gatian and/or recovery activities. (yyCM

of 2015-10-12, p. 20).
e) Unit 3 Turbine Building

i. Discuss the a~tent and duration of the work suspension due to lack of labor forces.
(iiyC/tf ai'2015-1 0-12, p, 35).,

ii. Discuss the overall plan to maintain suN'cient resources ta complete Unit T8. (Na

specific reference).
iii. 10/15/15-POD- Pg. 20- CA04 out of toleranceissues appear to be similar to U2-

CA04, were "lessons learned" f'rom U2 incorporatedinto U3, please explain,
f) Cooling Towers

g} Raw Water System
h) Offsite Water System
i) Containment Vessels, inciudirig the schedule for ring seta
j) Shield Buildings

i. Discuss the status and schedule of the NNI mitigation plan for accelerating delivery
of the SB panels. (Repeat fram previous meetings).

Confidential ORS SCEG 01419690



s c h e d u l e  f o r  t h e  S B  r o o f  f a b r i c a t i o n .  (R·ep:eat f r o m  t h e  

S e p t e m b e r  m e e t i n g ) .  

i i i .  C l a r i f y  t h e  s t a t u s  a n d  s c h e d u l e  o f  t h e  c o n c r e t e  p/a,cement i n  t h e  f i r s t  c o u r s e  of the 
SB panels (not Clear from currentty available information). 

iv. Confirm' that erection ofcourse 2 .of the 511' panels has beg:tm. (Consortium MSMM, 
p. 37, Slide 49 has it scheduled for 2015~10-10 ancJstatus on WCM Js not clear). 

k) Onsite and offsite storage 
i. Discuss the status of storage ,at the airport storage facJiity and .the availability for 

a:n DRS visit. (Repeat from previous m'f:etings) 
ii. WCM--10/19/15· Pg. 40/52,. Please provide upda·te ofStcrage and PM's em stored 

.equipment (Report due in Oct) 
I) Structural & mechanical modules fabrication and schedule (delivery schedules for all 

fabrication vendors; include a discussion of Unit 3) 
i~ Discuss the mitlgatkm plans for the eritical U2JU3 meehanlc(Jl modules. Schedules 

continue to be delayed. (R·epeatfrom September meeting}. 
ii. Discuss the mitigation plan for the criti~I Greenberry m:ecbanieal and floor 

modules. (Repeat from September ·me.eting). Also include· a dlscus:sian of the 
clctions taken to resolVe issues i't:t~ntffiti!d irr the 2015.,. .. ()9-1 0 facifities visit; 

iii. Discuss the mitigation plan tor the critical Dubose stair modules• (Repeat from 
Septem.ber meeting). 

iv. Confirm that the final sub~module kit fram $MC1 is due on site· 20.15-1 0~21 
(Consortium 2015'"09~-17 MSMM, dated 2015-1.0·d4., p. 5fJ, Slide 76) 

v. Discuss the module scope of work· being performed by iANI!E~ (Consortium 1015-
09-17 MSMM,. dated2015:..JQ-.14, p. 34, Slide 44). 

vi. Address the impact of .and resolution schedule far the recently identified issue that 
piping weld locations did not account tar p..lpe support locations. {WCM o 2015-1 o-
12, p. 9). 

vii. Discuss the Toshiba/!Hlmitigatio.n and schedule lmprovementplan on Unit 3 CA01 
(Consortium 2015-09-17 MSMM, dated 2015-1.0-14,. item 1.,6, p. 1) 

viii. Discuss possible dates for L Charles. visit 
m)Annex Building 

Confidential 

i. Discuss the schedule and constraints for the mudmat placement due 2015-11-18 

and basement pour due 2016-01-21. (Consortium 2015-09-17 M$MM, dated 2015-
10-14., p. 52, Slide 80). 
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ii. Discuss the status and schedule for the S8 roof fabricatian. (Repeat fram the
September meeting).

iii. Clarify the status and schedule of the concrete placementin the first course of the
SB panels (not clea» from curren~y available information).

iv. Confirm that erection of caurse 2 af the S8 panels has begun; (Consortium MSMM,

p. 37, slide 49 has it scheduled for 2015-10-10 and status an WCM is nat clear).
k) Onsite and offsite storage

i. Discuss the status of storage at the airport storage facility and the availability for
an cIRs visit. (Repeat from previous meetings)

ii. l4'CM-10/19/15- Pg. 40/52- Nease provide update of Storage and PMs on stored
equipment (Report duein Oct)

I) Structural 81 mechanical modules fabrication and schedule (delivery schedules for all

fabrication vendors; include a discussion af Unit 3)

Iv

VII

l.

II.

III.

V.

VI.

VIII.

Discuss the mitigation plans for the critical UZ/U3 Inechanical modules. Schedules
continue to be delayed. (Repeat from September meeting),
Discuss the mitigation plan for the c»I'tical Greenberry mechanical and floor
modules, (Repeat fram September meeting), Also include a discussian of the
actIb ns taken to resolve issues identified irr the 2015-09-10 faciilties visit.
Discuss the mitigatian plan far the c»ItI'caf Dubose stair modules. (Repeat from
September meeting).
Confirm that the final sub-module kit from SPICE is due on site 2Q1 5-1Q-21

(Consortium 2015-09-17 MS%M, dated 2015-10-14„p. 50, Slide 76)
Discuss the module scape af work being performed by TANE. (Consortium 2015-
09-17 MSMM, dated 2015-10-14, p. 34, Slide 44).
Address the impact af and resolution schedule for the recently identified issue that
piping weld locations did not account farpipe support lacations. (WCM o 201 5-10-
12, p, 9).
Discuss the Toshiba/IHI mitigation and schedule improvement plan on Unit 3 CA01
(Consort'Ium 2015-09-17 MSMMS dated 2015'-10-14, Item I.6, p. 1)
Discuss possible dates for L. Charles visit

m) Annex Building
i. Discuss the schedule and constraints for the mudmat placement due 2015-11-18

and basement pour due 2016-01-21. (Consartium 2015-09-17 MSMM, dated 2015-
10-14., p. 52, Slide 8Q).

GRS SGEG 01419691



P r e l i m i n a r y  A m e n d m e n t  Requests (PARs) 

i. Discuss ~hi;: C:€JFtt;;nt qf,the supplement ,toLAR 111 submltted2015-09~23 and the 
NRC re:acti'On thus far, (WS of 2015-10-12~ p. 31,). 

ii. Discuss the s~~tu:s of LAR 3() art(:! the tY~;tults of the pre--svbmitt:al m·eeting held on 

2015-10-22. (WS :of2JJJ5-10~12, p. 31)* 
iii. Discuss fiQensing ~att}s/s~h:edule of CAS. (Follow 'VP from previous meetings). 

What is meant by the redaction .and affidiirvit? (MfPSR for September, Item 1 o, · p,. 
24). 

iv. Discuss the changes resulting from the assessment plan update for regulatory 
campliance cample:tedon 2().15;,-.{)Jv-]'t. (QESC of 2015-08-31, $/ide 8). 

IV. Equipment 
a) Doosan 

i) Unit 3 Steam Generators 
H) Unit 3 Reactor vesseJ 

b) IBF/Tioga 

i) Unit 3 Reactor Coolant Pump Loop Piping 
c) Mangiarotti 

i) Unit 3 Pres.surizer 
ii) Passive Residual Heat Removal (PRHR)' Heat Exchangers (discuss the status and 

schedule of rep-airs) 
d) Curtiss Wright/EMD- Reactor Coolant Pumps_, including th,estatus of the root cause 

analysis on the pump Impeller issue (re:peat from July meeting). ts a new endurance 
test required? 

e) SPX Copes Vulcan - Squib Valves (to include status of EQ test) 
f) Switchyard 

i) Discuss the testirtg .program on the cupacitors C:Jnd the status of the on-going 
Investigation and reso./utinn 

ii) Discuss the delivery sChedule for the Unit 3 Tx and whether there is an adverse 
Impact due tc bridge t:lamag~ from tm,e t~Cf!Jnt flooding. (POD of20;tS---tO--;t5_, p. 23) 

V. Engineering 
a) Disct::JSs the results ot tbe. WEC/CB&l Engineering interface workshop held in Charlotte 

on 09115 and 09/16"- (MPSR lbr September-; Item 4, p. 14). 
b) Explain the role and composition of the Design Change Implementation Board (DCIB) 

and identify when meetings are held. ( MP5R for September, lte.m 1 0_, p. 23). 
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XXX. Licensing and Permitting
a) NRC visits/reviews
b) License Amendment Requests (LARs) and Preliminary Amendment Requests (PARs)

i. Discuss the content of the supplement to LAR 111 submitted 2015-09-23 and the
lVRC reaction thus far. ('WS af 2015-10-12, p. 31),

ii. Discuss the status af LAR 30 and the results of the pre-submittal meeting held on
2015-10-22. (M/5 af 2015-10-12, p. 31).

iii. Discuss licensing status/schedule of CAS; (Follow up from previous meetings).
What is meant by the redaction and afiidavit? (ÃPSR for September„. Item 10, p,
24).

iv. Discuss the changes resulting from the assessment plan update for regulatory
compliance completed on 2015-07-31. (QEsc of2015-08-31, slid~ 8).

XV. Equipment
a) Doosan

i) Unit 3 Steam Generators
ii) Unit 3 Reactor Vessel

b) IBF/Tioga
i) Unit 3 Reactor Coolant Pump Loop Piping

c) Mangiarotti
i) Unit 3 Pressurizer
ii) Passive Residual Heat Removal (PRHR) Heat Exchangers (discuss the status and

schedule of repairs)
d) Curtiss Wright/EMD - Reactor Coolant Pumps, including the status of the rooi cause

analysis an the pump impeller issue (repeat. fram July meeting). Is a new endurance
test required?

e) SPX Copes Vulcan — Squib Valves (to include status of EQ test)
f) Switchyard

i) Discuss the testing program on the capacitors and the status of the on-going
lnvestigatiafl and iesalutlan

ii) Discuss the defivery schedule far the ljnit 3 Tx and whether there is an adverse
impact due to bridge damage fram thel ecent lfoadlng. (poD of 2018-10-15, p. 23)

V. Engineering
a) Discuss the resuks of the LVECjCSSI Engineering interface workshop held in Charlatte

on 09/1$ and 09/16. (PfPSR Sr September„ item 4, p. 12).
b) Explain the role and compositian af the Design Change Implementation Hoard (DCIB).

and identify when meetings are held. pIPSR far September, Item 10, p. 23).

ConQdennal ORS SCEO 01419692



t h e  f i n d i n g s  f r o m  t h e  s u m m a r y  o f d e s i g n  c h a n g e s  s i n c e  April 30, 201.5 which 
was requested by SCE&G that WEC compile. (Consortium 2015-09 .. 17 MSMM., dated 
2015-10-14, Item Ill, p. 3). 

d) Discuss the results fro.m the vendor Summit. (Consortium 2015-09""17 MSMM, dated 
2015-10-14, tem IV, p. 4). 

e) POD-llJ/15- Pg 24-. Emergen-t 1s$ves list item 34 ... Tuhesheet Thickness generic issue. 

Does this effect Safety relate Heat exchangers? lfso1 please .identify offected 
equipment 

f) 10/13/15-WCM Pg. 50- Toshiba/lHibehind on shipment of 18-U 3 CA01 Sub 
modules. What impact is this having on IJ 3 schedule? 

g) K-7-Monthly Progress Report dated 9/30/15-Py. 12;/68-Meeting held .to discuss Master 
Equipment List-. Is SCE&G satisfied with the dlrection and timing~ Is equipment 

Identification ond Labeling incorporated into this work? 
h) Pg. 52/68- Action ID- NPA-VS-02574-- Requires formalizing the efficie~tcies between 

the 2 units, Please provide a copy for ORS to review. 
i) $w4 Box·10/13/15-Pg.3· CJRT results CJfRoofComponents 

VI. Financial/Commercial 
a) Overall Status of Budget 
b) Status of Change Orders 

iii) Executed Change. Orders 
iv) Pending/Potential Change Order 

(1) COL delay, design of shield buildings, design of structural modules, and 
Unit 2 rock condition (CO #16) (Schedule impact, changes to LT storage, 
any financial impacts?) 

(2) Commercial Settlement- resolves multiple outstanding issues, no increase 
to EPC costs (CO # 17} 

(3) AP1000 Cyber Security remaining work scop.e 
(4) Site Layout Changes 
(5) Active Notices 

c) BLRA milestones 
d) Discuss the Status of the Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far. 

e) K-7-10/15!15~ Pg. 3l13,-CR.M~ Discuss Company's' view of report. Discwss why current 
external cost forecast is the same as December 2014 forecast given t/:le lack of 

productivity improvement. Please provide at~ wpda:te on Settlement discussions to 
resolve "deficient .inv.oices". 
t) Please ideritift· the changes that will be made to the CRM as a result ,pf the PSC 
approval of the Petition and when these changes will be complete. 

5 
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c) Discuss the findings from the summary of design changes since April 30, 2015 which
was requested by SCE84G that WEC compile. (Consortium 2015-09-17 MSMM, dated
2015-10-14, Item III, p. 3).

d) Discuss the resulis from the vendor suinmit. (consortium 2015-09-17 MsMM, dated
2015-10-14, tern IV, p. 4).

e) POD-10/15- Pg 24- Emergent Issues list item 34- Tubesheet Thickness genericissue.
Does this effect Safety reiate Heat exchangers? Ifso, please identify affected
equlpfl7ent.

f) 10/13/1 5- WCM Pg. 50- Toshiba/IHI behind on shipment of 18-Li 3 CA01 Sub
fnodules. What impact is this having on U 3 schedule?

g) ir;7-Monthly Progress Report dated 9/30/'15-Pg. 12/68-Meeting held to discuss Master
Equipment List'- Is SCE81G satisfied with the direction and timing. Is equipment
Identification and Labelingincorporatedinto this work?

h) Pg. 52/68- Action ID- IVPA-VS-02574- Requires formaiizing the eNciencies between
the 2 units, Please provide a copy for GRS to review.

i) s-4 Box-10/13/15-Pg.3- cIRT results of Roof components

VI. Financial/Commercial
a) Overall Status of Budget
b) Status of Change Orders

iii) Executed Change Orders
iv) Pending/Potential Change Order

(1) COL delay, design of shield buildings, design of structural modules, and
Unit 2 rock condition (CG 416) (Schedule impact, changes to LT storage,
any financial impacts?)

(2) Commercial Settlement — resolves multiple outstanding issues, no increase
to EPC costs (CO 4'l7)

(3) AP1000 Cyber Security remaining work scope
(4) Site Layout Changes
(5) Active Notices

c) BLRA milestones
d) Discuss the Status of the Bechtel Assessment and the top ten issues noted thus far.

e) K-7-10/15/15'- Pg. 3/13-CRM- Discuss Company's view of report. Discuss why current
external cost forecast..is the same as December 2014 forecast given the lack of
productivity improvement. Please provide an update on Settlement discussions to
resolve "deficient invoices".
f) Please identify the changes that will be made to the CRM as a result of the PSC
approvai of the Petition and when these changes will be complete

CO06dential ORS SCEG 01419693



Q u a l i t y  A s s u r a n c e  

a} Discuss significant results of th.e l Q/12 - 10/15 CB&J surveillance of CB&I -LC 
(September Ct;msortium MSR, Item 3, p. 5) 

b) Discuss significant results of the' 10/05- 10/08 CB&I surveillance of Cives 
($$;ptemb~e.r CCl1sortlwm MSR, Item 3, p. Q) 

c) Discuss significant results of the 10,/19- .10/2:2 CB&J audit of AECON 
(Septembec~· Consortium MSR,. Item 3, p. 5) 

d) Discuss significant results of the 10/05- 10/QB CB&I surveillance of Gerdau 
(5'/:p.tembe,r ConSl:Jrtium M$R,. Item 3> P~ 6) 

e} Discuss significant results of the J.Q/12 - 10115 CB&la:udlt of Dubose. 
(September Consortium M$R,lt€Jm .3, p. 6). 

f) Discuss significant results of the 09/28 - 10/0.1 .CB&I surveillance of SMCI 
(September Con5fJrtium MSR, Item .3, p. 7) 

g) POD- 10/08/15- Procurement discuStJed the need to seek alternative supplier 
for CBI"Lattrens Piping-- Please disCtJ!JS the Issues svrrouncfing this change. 

VIII. Operational Readiness 
a) Disctl$5 tbe status of the fallowing programs which were to be back on schedule 

by the date Indicated (SCE&G June MSR, /1'- 32): 

i. liM!/RFI by 8/6 
ii. Pumps by8/1D 

iii. Breakers by 7/31 
iv. Motor ReliabifJty by 8/l fJ 

v~ Sattedes, Chargers and Support Systems by 7/23 
b) Discuss the status of' the following pragrams that were to start by the indicated 

date (SCE&G June NSR, p. ,34) 
f. 151' hy 8/1; 
ii. /Eiertri~l OJble Aging Management by 5/1:/201.3 

iii. Irradiated Fuel Inspection by 8/1 

c) Discuss the status .o_f the' labelinrr pro(Jra;~n .(QESC o.f 2015-Gf'J-3,1, Slide 23)~ 
d) Discuss fessonslearned.from rrreeti'r:Jg with SNDPC and WAND: on Haiyang 

st&rtup: test program.(QIESC of 20J5-08-3J., Slide 22) 

IX. Trainiog 

Confidential 

a) Discuss impact and mitigation plans far thta training staff attrition (QESC of 

J()"J .. $-QIJ-3:1, Slides 2.'1 an(J 2'/J)~ 
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VII. Quality Assurance
a) Discuss significant results of the 10/12 — 10/15 CBSI surveillance of CBBJ-LC

(September COnsortium PISR, Item 3, p. 5)
b) Discuss significant results of the 10/05- 10/08 CBSI surveillance of Cives

(S'eptember Consorbum i9ISR, Item 3, p. 6)
c) Discuss sign!ficant results of the 10/19 — 10/22 C88I audit ofAECOfl

(September Consortium PISR, Item 3, p. 5)
d) Discuss significant results of the 10/05 — 10/08 CB84I surveillance of Gerdau

(September Consortium %SR, Item 3, p. 6)
8) Discuss significant results of the 10/12 — 10/15 CBSI audit of Dubose.

(September Consortium %SR„ Item 3, p. 6).
Discuss significant results of the 09/28 — 10/01 CBSI surveillance of SHCI

(S8ptember cor!so! tium 19ISR, It8m 3, p. 7)
g) POD- 18/08/15- Procurement discussed the need to seek alternative supplier

for CBI-Laurens piping- Please dfscuss the issues surrounding this change.

VIII. Operational Readiness
a) D!Scuss th8 Stat'uS Of the fo'lfowlng P!og! arns whlCh were tO be back on sch8dul8

by the daLe indicated (SCMG June I9!SR, p.32).'.
ENI/RFI by 8/6

ii. Pumps by 8/10
iii. Breakers by 7/31
iv. Motor Reliabigty by 8/1 0
v. Batteries, Chargers and Support Systems by 7/23

b) Discuss the status of the following prOgrams that were to start by the indicated
date (SCAG June MSR, p. 34)
i. ISI by 8/1

ii. Eiectrfcal Cable Aging Management by 5/1/2013
iii. Irradiated Fuel Inspection by 8/1

c) Discuss the status of the iabehng program (QESC of 2Q1 5-08-31, Slide 23).
d) Discuss lessons learned from meeting with SNDPC and WAlVQ on Ha!yang

startup. test program. (qESC of 2015-08-31, Slide 22)

IX. Training
a) Discuss impact and mitigabon .plans for the training staffattrition (qESC of

2015-08-31, Slides 25 and 28).
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